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Hinweis 

In einzelnen Fallen wurde es versaumt, 
das kursiv gesetzte Anfangszitat 
der Flugschriften durch einen kurzen 
Zwischenraum vom ubrigen Text abzusetzen. 


dearly hear the angry roar of the 
tionalists, who attempt to veil the truth about the Soviet 
Union. Their roar has now become a hoarse whisper. 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists for many years now have 
no homeland, neither can they be said to be history- 
makers. There is only one road they can take: the road 

to ignominy and oblivion. 
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World imperialism using for its ends espionage, counter- 
espionage, anti-Soviet ideological centres and other sub- 
versive organizations, for over fifty years is the source 
backing the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists. Their main 
methods are ideological diversion, provocation, terror and 
espionage. 

Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists, servile to the will of 
their imperialist bosses, anti-communists, continue their 
attempts to weaken the status of our country on the inter- 
national scene, divide the working people on national gro- 
unds and the social and political unity of the Soviet people, 
sow political enmity among peoples of the socialist count- 
ries and use nationalism to undermine the socialist system. 

“Above the hostile anti-communist cacophony one can 
clearly hear the angry roar of the Ukrainian bourgeois na- 
tionalists, who attempt to veil the truth about the Soviet 
Union. Their roar has now become a hoarse whisper. 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists for many years now have 
no homeland, neither can they be said to be history- 
makers. There is only one road they can take: the road 
to ignominy and oblivion. 


27.3 tcm 


The Ukrainian people as all the Soviet people, scornfully 
reject attempts by the imperialists and their nationalist 
hirelings aimed at sowing suspicion and enmity among tie 
peoples of our country, and at dividing the monolithic unity 
of our Soviet society.” 1 

In this book, we hope, the reader will learn the truth 
about the nationalist traitors. 


i “Radyanska Ukraina”, December 16, 1972. 


THE SINISTER ALLIANCE 




Following the end of the Civil War of 1918-1920, the 
remaining Ukrainian bourgeoisie and nationalists fled the 
country and settled first in Poland and Czechoslovakia then 
in Germany, France and other countries of the West. There, 
they founded several bourgeois-nationalist parties and orga- 
nizations, which formed a strong and active phalanx of 

counter-revolutionary emigres. . . 

The most extremist of these bodies was the Ukrainian 
Military Organization” (UVO) headed by Y. Konovalets, 
A. Melnyk and some other Ukrainian counter-revolutiona- 
ries. It was set up in September, 1920. The organization s 
headquarters were in Berlin, where UVO received a po\vei- 
ful backing from the authorities of the Weimar Republic. 
Berlin was also a very convenient city from which to 
maintain contact with organizational branches in Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Romania, Lithuania and later, in the USA 
and Canada. Operational leadership was also conducted from 
UVO headquarters in Berlin. 

In 1923 one of Abwehr chiefs, Col. Gempp suggested 
that Yevhen Konovalets and his aide-de-camp Roman Jary 
should furnish intelligence information for reichsmarks in 
return. 1 


1 V. Cherednichenko. Natsionalism proty natsii. Kiev, Politvidav 
Ukraini, 1970, p. 173. Other sources state that UVO began collaborat- 
ing with the German military intelligence as early as 1921 (A. Dal- 
lin German Rule in Russia 1941—1945. London — New-York, 19o/, 
p. 114). 
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“Instead of concentrating on revolutionary activity, the 
organization's leadership ( Provid ) channelled their efforts 
into wheedling out funds and spending them,” admitted 
later an UVO bigwig. “MI — espionage — was also convert- 
ed into a means of extorting money for money’s sake. 
Since the organization was engaged in espionage as early 
as 1923, spying was conducted in such a manner as to 
receive from it the biggest profit possible. It meant bearing 
minimum operational expenses and selling information at 
the highest possible price because the money was mainly 
needed to provide a fat and comfortable existence for the 
Provid... In short, the so-called military organization is a 
spying syndicate”. 1 

It was namely concerned with collecting for the German 
military intelligence data on the armed potentiality of Po- 
land and the Soviet Union. But nationalist spies in the 
Soviet Union had small chances for such activity, since the 
state security and plain Soviet citizens were always on the 
alert. 

Later on, UVO, besides gathering military intelligence, 
branched out into other fields of espionage. On July 6, 1926 
high-ranking UVO chiefs, entrusted by the German Intel- 
ligence, held a closed-door conference in Berlin at which 
it was decided to enlarge the scope of espionage activities 
to cover political and economic affairs of countries poten- 
tially belligerent to Germany. 2 

As early as 1923 the German Intelligence Service estab- 
lished a special training centre for UVO members in Munich. 
Early in 1924 another centre for training spies, provoca- 
teurs, saboteurs and terrorists was opened in Germany. 

1 Archives of Central Committee of Communist Party of Ukraine 
Institute on Party History. Fund 6, Specification 2, File 36, Sheets 
35-38. 

2 Quoted from Tlopa cna3aru npaedy npo nauii eu3eoxbni aMazan- 
hx do6uTucx eoAi d.ix zaAui^bKoi 3eMAi. 1918—1939 (Time to Tell the 
Truth about our Liberation Effort to Gain Freedom for the Galician 
Land in 1918-1939) by S. Shevchuk. Toronto, 1965, p. 22. 
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A third espionage school for Ukrainian nationalists was 
opened by the German Intelligence in 1928 in Danzig. 

The allotment and assignments of trained spies was 
decided by the Intelligence Branch of the 1st German 
Army, which was then stationed in Konigsberg. This branch 
was headed by Captain Weiss. Another German espionage 
centre was located on Leon Sapieha Street in Lvov, where 
it functioned under the cover of Hartwig & Co. of Danzig. 

In Western Ukraine (then under Poland) UVO set up 
several bases for its agents. Lvov was chosen as the seat 
of the UVO Territorial Centre. 

The UVO Territorial, Regional and district centres had 
special intelligence branches which, according to Polish 
police reports, operated “very efficiently”. The subversive 
activities of UVO/German agents in Poland seriously 
troubled the Polish government. Several spy-rings were 
broken up and their members were tried at open hearings. 

However, subversive anti-Polish activities did not pre- 
vent Konovalets and his associates from doing business 
with important high-ranking Polish government officials 
and intelligence officers. Thus, for big money Konovalets 
and Jary sold out a group of German agents led by Ober- 
leutnant Rauch from the Abwehr. 

But as time went by, UVO, with its limited range of 
spying and terroristic operations could no longer satisfy the 
growing demands of both the German and Polish intelli- 
gence services. The nationalists were given new tasks aimed 
at hindering the spread of progressive ideas and opposing 
revolutionary movement in Western Ukraine. But these 
tasks went far beyond UVO powers. That is why it was 
decided to remodel UVO into an organization that could 
exert ideological influence and political pressure on the 
population of Western Ukraine. 

The changes resulted in the emergence of the “Organi- 
zation of Ukrainian Nationalists” [OUN]. The fascist ideo- 
logy was adopted by OUN. Konovalets was “elected” its 
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leader. He wielded absolute power in the organization. Both 
Konovalets and Melnyk, who assumed leadership later, never 
referred to themselves in the first person. The usual mode 
of address was: “the leader has studied the matter...”, “the 
leader has decided...”, etc. 

In March, 1934 Konovalets was officially conferred the 
title of “leader”, which was an allusion, a myopic reflex to 
the ideology, politics and practice of fascism, the Ukrainian 
bourgeois nationalists’ act of homage to German Nazi leader 
Adolf Hitler. Then this “leader of Ukrainian nationalists” 
became the “absolute ruler of the nation”!? The “leader- 
ship” cult made Konovalets “head of state” and on July, 
1938 OUN propaganda proclaimed him a “hero”; anything 
barely relating to this continentscale adventurer was declared 
to be “holy and sacred”. 

The “leader” dictated personally the OUN policies and 
practice and exercised control over its activities. 

OUN saw in Konovalets its law-giver, whose unlimited 
power extended over all the activity of Ukrainian nationa- 
lists. He personally decided questions of life and death not 
only of nationalists subordinate to him, but also those, who 
had nothing to do with OUN, who had displeased him in 
some way or expressed disagreement with Ukrainian 
nationalism. 

Straining for power, Hitler declared a guerre a mort with 
communism to be the superior goal of his life. Copying him, 
the Ukrainian nationalists announced similar slogans: 
“world communism and Ukrainian nationalism”, wrote the 
newspaper “Meta”, “are two phenomena having nothing 
in common and practically irreconcilable. In every con- 
frontation both fight to the last man. There is no such thing 
as Ukrainian communism, so Ukrainian nationalism must 
be prepared to employ every means in the struggle against 
communism, not excluding mass extermination, when mil- 
lions of human physical entities could be the victims.” 1 

““Meta”, No. 15, Lvov, 1932. 


8 


In nationalist literature, intended for the mass reader, 
tribute was payed to Degrelle, 1 De-la-Roche 2 and other 
fascist leaders. Neither ink nor paper was spared to describe 
these “great individuals”, “their teachings” and “their glo- 
rious historical steps” against democracy and socialism. 

The nationalists vied with one another in translating, 
printing and distributing fascist trash among Ukrainians 
living in Western Ukraine, wrote laudatory reviews, and 
prefaces, and warmly thanked the “highly esteemed authors” 
for their kind permission to translate their “works” into 
Ukrainian, for their “generosity”, etc. 3 Hitler and Musso- 
lini were proclaimed ”the greatest titans of human 
thought” and “geniuses” whose teachings, they said, not only 
opened up boundless vistas for their nations, but ushered 
in “a new era” for the whole world. 4 

The Italian and German press responded to almost every 
“work” of the Ukrainian nationalist pen-pushers. In con- 
nection with the appearance of one such “work” ( Mussolini . 
Man and Rank by M. Ostroverkh) the reactionary Italian 
newspapers “II Messagero” and “Anno” wrote in May, 1934: 
“A book about Mussolini has been printed in Lvov... The 
noted publicist Doctor Dmytro Doncow wrote the preface 
which, with its pure fascist style, deserves to be reprinted 
in toto.” 

Referring more than once to the Ukrainian nationalists 
as the rampart of the West against the Slavic world the 
fascist magazine “Antieuropa” preached for a complete mer- 
ger of the fascist phalanx with the nationalist “elite”. “When 
it comes to matters concerning the East”, German fascist 


1 Degrelle was the leader of Belgian fascists and Obersturm- 
bahnfuhrer of the SS. He was sentenced to death by a Belgian court 
in 1944 for treason. Later escaped to Spain. 

2 De-la-Roche was a French fascist leader. 

3 B. Mussolini. floKTpuna (pamii3My (Doctrine of Fascism), Lvov, 
1937. 

4 “Utchitelske Slovo”, No. 17, Lvov, 1938. 
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ideologist Alfred Rosenberg wrote in his book “The Future 
Course of German Foreign Policy”, “Germany’s attention 
should be fixed on the nationalist movement in the Ukraine”. 
Rosenberg considered the consolidation of relations with 
Ukrainian nationalists as an important factor in Germany’s 
future struggle for a lebensraum in Eastern Europe. 

With the establishment of a fascist regime in Germany, 
the entire efforts of the Hitler political, economic, war and 
spying machine was directed at unleashing a new world 
war. 

In January, 1934 on orders of police and security service 
Chief Inspector Diels, and Col. Reiclienau, the OUN head- 
quarters in Berlin were merged into a branch of the Ge- 
stapo. 

The German Intelligence paid for the training of detach- 
ments of Ukrainian nationalists along the lines of Hitler’s 
storm troopers at a special military camp in the suburbs of 
Berlin. A special “academy” — a centre for training spies, 
saboteurs and terrorists — was also opened at Mecklenburg- 
strafie 75 in Berlin. In 1938, Abwehr sponsored another 
centre in Chiemsee (Bavaria) to train Ukrainian nationalists 
in espionage and sabotage, and a spy school in Tegel (Ber- 
lin area). 1 

Similar centres also existed in the village of Saubers- 
dorf, near Weiner-Neustadt, in Breslau and other places. 

Abwehr’s centre in Quinze was reputed to be the best. 
Here agents received excellent instructions in the use of 
the “most advanced” methods of sabotage, the newest explo- 
sives and special weapons. The Quinze centre was regarded 
bv many to be the best of its kind in the western hemi- 
sphere and most of the Ukrainian nationalists were trained 
here. 


1 W. Brockdorff. Geheimkommandos des Zweiten Weltkrieges, 
Miinchen, 1967, S. 66. 
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In preparing to unleash World War II, the Third Reich 
demanded that their intelligence services exploit more fully 
the Ukrainian nationalist agency. 

The matter was considered at a conference called by 
Reichsleiter A. Rosenberg on December 21, 1938. Arno 
Schikedantz, the vice-director of the foreign political de- 
partment of the Nazi Party (APA), Admiral Canaris, the 
intelligence chief, Lt.-Col. Lahusen, the director of the Ab- 
wehr sabotage department and his first secretary Major 
Stoltzc took part. Admiral Canaris presented a detailed 
report on what had been done by the German military 
intelligence with OUN. Following Canaris report, Rosenberg 
suggested that it would be desirable to use the services of 
other emigre nationalist groups who had also demonstrated 
their intention to loyally serve fascism. 

Admiral Canaris fully upheld the thought expressed by 
the Reichsleiter and said he had long considered it necessary 
to establish direct ties with the ex-hetman Skoropadsky in 
order to gauge and make fuller usage of the hetmanite or- 
ganization. 

After the conference Canaris ordered Major .Stoltze to 
get in touch with Skoropadsky and with his son in order 
to learn about the connections and influence Skoropadsky 
had in other countries, and later decide how to use these 
connections and Skoropadsky himself in the interests of 
Abwehr. Skoropadsky readily supplied Stoltze with the in- 
formation he obtained and with the names of people he 
considered could be employed by the Nazis. 

Stoltze brought Admiral Canaris to his second meeting 
with Skoropadsky. The latter tried to create the impression 
of having agents in the USSR, the USA, Great Britain and 
other countries, and alleged that they had been working 
in the interests of Nazi Germany for already some years. 
To put the espionage work on a broader footing Skoro- 
padsky demanded from Canaris large sums of money, but 
the demand was declined since Canaris was certain that 
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Skoropadsky was merely bluffing about his connections ami 

influence in Ukraine. C1 , , 

The fiasco with Abwehr did not dishearten Skoropadsky 
since his organization was financed by the Gestapo and the 
intelligence service of Hitler’s foreign affairs ministry. 
“ The Ministry for Foreign Affairs and the Gestapo main- 
tain contact with the Hetman, who always manifests his 
loyalty towards Germany. In order to assure him and his 
family an income commensurate to his position, the Mini- 
stry for Foreign Affairs pays him a considerable mainte- 
nance allowance in addition to the monthly honorarium 
(1,000 reichsmarks — author) accorded to him by the late 
president Field Marshal von Hindenburg in 1928...” wrote 
von Rintelen, a high-ranking official of the German Mini- 
stry for Foreign Affairs in May, 1940. 1 The hetman’s sub- 
ordinates were also engaged in political espionage b> the 
foreign political department of the Nazi Party. 

The Polish Intelligence Sendee did not lag behind the 
Nazis in employing Ukrainian nationalists as agents. A large 
number of OUN bosses were paid agents of the Polish 
Intelligence. Among those employed were M. Scnik-Hrybiv- 
sky, one of the top nationalist bosses, R. Baranovsky, 
I. Serant. A. Chemerinska and others. The Lvov newspaper 
“Dilo” in condemning the total involvement of OUN Provid 
with the Polish Intelligence, remarked that it was very 
difficult to determine who actually assumed leadership in 
the OUN: a spy, a provocateur, or an idealistically disposed 
king of the underworld. 2 OUN/Polish agents were infiltrat- 
ed into Soviet Ukrainian territory. OUN was also employed 
by the Polish Intelligence Service to combat the workers’ 
and peasants’ revolutionary movement in Western Ukraine, 
then under Poland. 


1 Das Nationalsocialistische Deutschland und die Sowjetunion 
1939-1940. Washington, 1948, p. 163. 

2 “Dilo”, Lvov, June 23, 4934 
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The eminent Ukrainian writer Yaroslav Halan, who 
actively participated in the revolutionary struggle had this 
to say: “OUN as an agency under Hitler’s intelligence ser- 
vice,.. works most intimately with the Polish military intel- 
ligence, too. The Polish police, instructed by the Nazis, now 
is in complete harmony with OUN; it seeks out revolu- 
tionaries and OUNites kill them... The terrorism is assuming 
awesome proportions. Peoplo are dragged from their beds 
and brutally murdered in front of their families. Their 
property goes up in smoke. Western Ukraine is under the 
heel of true blue fascism.” 1 

Following the instructions of their masters, the OUN 
Provid set up operational bases in countries neighbouring 
the USSR. Apart from Poland other countries considered 
suitable for their purpose were Bulgaria, Lithuania and 
Manchukuo (Eastern Asia). 

Later, one OUN boss M. Stepanjak wrote about it: “In 
an attempt to achieve its ends OUN proclaimed in its pro- 
grammes that it would find support in “the majority of the 
nation” and preached the idea of “the great Ukrainian 
national revolution”. In actual fact OUN adapted its policy 
to the Nazi plans. OUN counted not so much on “internal 
forces”, a myth of their own making, as on the Axis war 
plans and in particular the war Germany was preparing to 
unleash on the USSR. OUN activity prior to the war pur- 
sued but one goal — to attract the attention of the imperial- 
ist powers and fascist regimes to the so-called “Ukrainian 
problem” in order to materialize OUN ambitions on its own 
little role in world affairs. OUN easily came to terms with 
the German Reich, fascist Italy and Japan as such that were 
prepared to unleash an imperialistic war and especially one 
against the Soviet Union.” 2 


1 “Radyansky Lviv”, 1949, No. 11, p. 56. 

2 “Ukraina”, No. 17, April 1971. 
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»P OUN ledgers. 

E:v"iiT«Kr:i *. cm, »— 

tial D n espS C Uie 0f comp?eVe N absence^ of 

fS^JLZ^ZlZpl *• «" Nazi 
wohr Gestapo, the Polish Intelligence Service the Nazi 

Partv the German foreign affairs ministry and other offici 
Es former Ger^ — g- «- 

KP* S3Sg?-^r these^operations 

and UVO ^rdtiad°capital consisted of money, gold diamxmds 
and other valuables seized by Ukrain.an nationalis s during 

their raids and pogroms in the course of the Civil warm 
Ukraine. Martynets, an OUN leader, mentions the^ expe 
dient brought from Ukraine by Sich Sharpshooters , whi 
progressive American historians M. Sayers and A. Kal 
write about two suitcases crammed with valuables that 
were quickly cashed in by Ukrainian nationalists. 

Another' source of income was outright thievery 

POl In d one decade UVO and OUN committed the following 

1923°— a foiled attempt to rob the government treasury in 
Cracow; 


• V Martynets. ynpaincbne nidnUx* eid yBO do 01 H (Lkrat- 

“irr&rs P . 95. 
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1924 - an UVO gang staged an armed attack on the Gene- 
ral Post Office in Lvov and got away with 92,000 


1925 _ the ^hold-up of a mail coach in Bogorodehma gave 
UVO 56,000 zloty, while in Dolina 7,000 zloty were 
taken from a safe belonging to the regional admini- 
strative offices; n .. 

1928 - the robbery of post-offices in Lvov, Kaluzh, Dolma 
and in the village of Dunaev; 

1930 -the hold-up of a mail-coach the °wn of Bj 

borka in which the guard was shot dead. The OUN 
mobsters got away with 26,000 zloty; 

1931 OUN members robbed a Jewish bank in Borislav, 

a post-office in Truskavets, mail coaches near Birche 

and in Pechenizhin; , 

1932 - an OUN gang staged an armed robbery at a post- 

office in Gorodok and got away with 3,000 zloty, 

1933 _ OUN robbed a savings bank in the town of ftor- 


Over 75,000 korunas were extorted from Ukrainian emi 
grants in Czechoslovakia in the 20’s and 30’s. 3 

Large sums also came from the USA and Canada. 

The main contributors were Ukrainian settlers in these 
countries. To arrange regular collections Konovalets sent to 
America one of his associates M. Senik-Hrybivsky, who was 
briefed before his departure by Major von Foss from Abwehr 
on ways of involving the Ukrainian nationalists in the UbA 
and Canada in espionage activities. 3 , 

M. Sayers and A. Kahn in their book Sabotage! Ihe 
Secret War against America” published in New-York in 


1 V. Martynets. Op. cit., pp. 68—69; “Dilo”, November 21, 193o. 

3 M. l< Sayers, A. Kahn. Op. cit., pp. 91, 97-103; M Terlytsa. II pa- 
eiiyKu nozani. y K paiHCbKi HaiiionaMCTU e Kanadi (These BadGreat 
grand-children: Ukrainian nationalists in Canada), Kiev, 1960, pp. 10o, 
110, 111, If. 
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1942 dedicated a whole chapter to the .subversive acliyit.es 
of the* German agent Senik-Hrybivsky in the United States. 
Thev name him as the “organizer of terror . In 1931 Senik- 
Hrvbivsky then Konovalets’ right-hand man ai lived from 
llerlin to create in the USA, on orders of the German Intel- 
ligence “the Organization for the Rebirth of the Ukrainian 
SXtKniT fODVU) Two years later, when the Nazis were 
fa iower siSk H^ivsky comes back to tl.c United States 
to organize ODVU cells throughout the country. 

Financed by the Nazis, Senik-Hrybivsky organizes ODVU 
cells in the industrial centres of America, heavily populated 
bv Ukrainians. These cells, quoting M. Sayers and A. Kahn, 
were directed by the German/Ukrainian nationalists, who 
disseminated Nazi propaganda and collected intelligence. 
This was done to begin, on orders, coordinated sabotage for 

Ger iTmany instances Ukrainian Americans who had joined 
these ODVU cells were unaware of their leaders affiliations. 

ODVU agents, who failed to receive training in espio- 
nage and sabotage in Germany, quoting M. Sayers and 
A. Kahn were given special instructions books by Senik- 
Hrybivsky. One such instructions book came into the posses- 
sion of Sayers and Kahn. . , , A 

From it they learnt how Senik-Hrybivsky instructed 
ODVU agents to build up “private munitions dumps . in 
Pittsburg Chicago, Detroit and other American towns he 
organized' armed groups ot ODVU “snipers” and several 
camps where ODVU members received training. He also 
supervised the dispatchment to ODVU cells of secret lite- 

rature Drill ted in Berlin. . . 

In May, 1934 Senik-Hrybivsky created an Ukrainian 

living school” in Montgomery (the state of New- York), 
which served as a perfect cover for the training of spies 
and subversive agents. After training at this school, these 
ODVU agents, as specialists, could be employed at aircratt 
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companies and at air bases, places providing unlimited pos- 
sibilities for sabotage. 

Senik-Hrybivsky also instructed ODVU agents to photo- 
graph strategically important industrial centres, roads, bri- 
dges, airdromes, railways and factories. Besides this, factories 
in Pittsburg, Scranton, Allentown and Bethlehem, the indu- 
strial area of Detroit, the bridge-way connecting Detroit 
with Windsor in Canada, the industrial settlements in New 
Jersey, the aircraft factories in California and the border 
area of the USA and Mexico were all planned to be photo- 
graphed. 

In 1938, fearing arrest, Senik-Hrybivsky hastens to 
Europe. However, just before the war he returns to give last- 
minute instructions to ODVU agents. In Europe lie joins the 
German Army as it transgresses into Soviet territory. 1 

Yearly Konovalets, Susrko and other nationalist bigwigs 
took turns in visiting the USA and Canada to campaign 
for bigger collections. However, the Depression, the growing 
unemployment, the devaluation of the dollar and a decline 
in the number of supporters resulted in a disastrous decrease 
of the OUN dollar reserve. If in 1930 Ukrainian immigrants 
in the USA contributed over 22,000 dollars, the next year, 
despite the noisy fund-raising campaigns the sum dimi- 
nished to 16,500 dollars and in the following years it became 
even smaller. 2 

But despite the fact large sums of money continued to 
come from the USA. The source would have never come to 
light had it not been for the scandal that rocked New-York 
in 1938. 3 

In November, 1938 New-York police arrested mobsters 
D. Gula, G. Secoda, V. Dennis, D. Virga and others, all of 


1 M. Sayers, A. Kalin. Op. cit., pp. 91 — 103. 

2 “Dilo”, November 20, 1935. 

3 “Daily Mirror”, November 3, 1938; “Star”, November 3, 1938; 
“The Telegram”, November 2, 1938; “The Globe and Mail”, Novem- 
ber 4, 1938. 


2 4-1284 


17 


whom were ODVU members. In the basement of ODVU 
offices police uncovered a secret torture chamber. 

During the investigation it was found out that (>ula and 
his mob talked poor people into insuring Iheir lives for 
large sums. For a cei’tain period of time they paid the 
deposits for the clients and then murdered them ruthlessly 
in order to receive the insurance. Their victims fell fiom 
the Brooklyn Bridge, “poisoned” themselves by excessive 
drinking and “committed suicide . In 1930 Gula inherited 
2,000 dollars for P. Kellinger, who “burnt to death” under 
suspicious circumstances. In January, 1931 a life insurance 
company paid Gula money for a person murdered by an 
“unknown” assailant. Six months later Pavlovsky, a worker, 
who had insured his life for 35,000 dollars was killed in 
a car accident. The money went to Gula. B. Kuziv, another 
of Gula’s victims, who had insured his life for 45,000 dol- 
lars was redeemed only through Gula s arrest. 

This gang resorted to other crimes to get money. In De- 
cember, 1937 Gula and Sacoda kidnapped a businessman 
named A. Freed and demanded a ransom of 200,000 dollars 
from his relatives. When their demands were refused, they 
shot Freed and burnt his body in the furnace at ODVU 
offices. Afterwards, though Freed was dead, they continued 
talks with his relatives in an attempt to extort the ransom 
from them. On the morning of April 18, 1938, in Brooklyn, 
a certain B. Farber was leaving a city bank when four 
gangsters seized him and bundled him into a waiting car. 
Farber, blindfolded, was driven to ODVU offices, where the 
gangsters forced him to write a note to his family asking 
for 25,000 dollars. The family could afford but 1,900 dollars 
which the gangsters accepted. 

The next victim was 19 year old Charles Miller, kidnap- 
ped on Long Island together with his friend. Both boys 
were driven to ODVU offices. Miller was locked up in a 
room on the first floor while his friend was used as nego- 
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tiator in the talks with Miller’s parents. The Millers were 
forced to pay 13,000 dollars to the gangsters. 

Gula’s gang also made business in distilling liquor and 
selling it at high prices at a bar in ODVU offices, an illegal 
act since the Prohibition was in force in the USA. 

Two members of the gang were sentenced to life impri- 
sonment. The other two — Gula, named the Ukrainian A1 
Capone, and Sacoda were sent to the electric chair. Together 
with them one of OUN secrets sank into oblivion: the one 
about remittances by the criminals to Konovalets personal 
account in a Rotterdam bank. A considerable part of UVO 
and OUN funds came from smuggling goods into Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Romania, Germany and other countries. 

In 1925 the Lithuanian foreign affairs ministry began 
to subsidize UVO and later OUN. Every quarter the orga- 
nization received 2,000 dollars. 1 

It was far from enough to cover OUN deficits and Kono- 
valets was forced to ask the Lithuanian government for 
extra aid. This problem was settled by Konovalets and the 
Lithuanian foreign affairs minister Zavnius at their meeting 
in Geneva in September, 1932. 

The Japanese and Czechoslovak military intelligence ser- 
vices, as some documents reveal, also paid large sums to 
these Ukrainian nationalist organizations, however, Abwehr’s 
generosity was beyond competition. 

Interesting data is cited in “The Memorandum on the 
Ukrainian Question” by Major von Foss, who dealt with 
problems on the participation of national groupings in 
Germany’s war preparations. The Memorandum dated No- 
vember 19, 1933, was found in the archives of the foreign 
political department of the Nazi Party. 

Von boss had considerable knowledge of their doings 
for he had worked with Ukrainian nationalists since 1926. 
According to him, since 1923 UVO and OUN received 

1 “Dilo”, November 20, 1935. 
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aani zation for the Rebirth of an Ukrainian Statehood in 
Z USA supplied only 10,850 dollars, the O^atjon ol 
the Ukrainian Community in Canada gave 12,050 dollars, 
the United Ukrainian-Canadian Women s Society 
18,655 dollars. These were the biggest sums coming from 

nationalist) sou ^ j or ^ yearg 1936-1937 amounted 

UP Thflclount 0 proves that most of the expenditures went 
to buy arms, to conduct espionage, propaganda, to post and 
distribute nationalist literature, to employinstruetorsto 
train OUN agents, and on the upkeep of the °UN Biovul. 
OUN also paid couriers to travel to and from OUN head 
offices and its branches in Poland, Romania, Czechoslovakia, 
Lithuania, the USA and Canada. Money from this account 
was also given to families of OUN members under arrest 
for spying for Germany arid other countiics. . 

The “Special Fund’’ of the account presents a certain 
interest. A short inscription “Paid to the addressee in the 
expenditure column camouflages the fact that the money 
was spent on acts of sabotage and terrorism and on sinister 

death-dealing plots against people. , c , 

As the Third Reich drew the world closer to the Second 
World War Abwehr’s grants to Ukrainian nationalists be- 
came even more generous. In 1941 the OUN bank account 
amounted to 2,500,000 reichsmarks. The growing financial 
backing improved the position of nationalist bosses in inte - 
ligence circles and accentuated their desire to have a sa\ 

in world politics. , . x , 

After the annexation of Austria in 1938 and the takeover 
of Czechoslovakia, Nazi Germany overran bourgeois-gentry 
Poland. The unexpected aggression against Poland was pre- 
ceded by a carefully planned espionage campaign in which 
Ukrainian nationalists participated. 

On Hitler’s orders an intricate spy ring was set up in 
Poland by the Ukrainian nationalists with potentialities, as 
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Hitler's SS calculated equivalent to those of two army divi- 
sions. “Now OUN plans to step up its activity for Germany 
on Polish territory. Special attention has been given to 
collecting information about troop movement in Eastern 
Poland with data on the strength and dislocation of troops, 
types of arms and the location of ammunition dumps , 
stated one Polish police report in the summer of 1939. 
“OUN agents in Danzig have in their possession schemes 
of the railway stations in Lvov, Stanislau and 1 rzemysl as 
well as some instructions concerning them”, reports another 

W As the war drew closer the Ukrainian bourgeois nationa- 
lists; intensified their espionage activity. The ‘ s C0 J’ 

firmed by official reports. If from 1935, to 1938 300 trials 
related to espionage activities were held in Poland then 
from March to August 1939 such trials doubled in num- 
ber. 3 Many of those tried were OUN agents. 

Besides espionage, sabotage and propaganda much work 
was also directed at fermenting armed uprisings in 1 oland. 
OUN agents were instructed to initiate uprisings as soon as 
the war was declared. During these armed uprisings, it was 
ordered “to exterminate Jews and Poles ! . 4 

Entrusted by Abwehr OUN called upon the youth of 
Western Ukraine to evade, in event of war, the call-up to 
the Polish Army. OUN also appealed to those already en- 
listed not to shoot German soldiers, to wage anti-1 olish 
propaganda and when opportunity offered, to desert to the 

German side. , t , . . , 

World War II began with Germany s unexpected attack 
on Poland on September 1, 1939. Polish patriots heroically 
1 State Archives Volyn Region, Fund 57, Specification I, File 

4672, Sheet 86. „ occ ol . 009 

= Ibid., Fund 45. Specification I File 856, Sheet 222. 

3 The German Fifth-Column in Poland. London, 1941, pp. 37 38. 

4 W Canaris Kriegstagebuch. Aufzeichniingen uber die Konle- 
renz im Fiihrerzug in Ilnau am 12. September 1939 in Abshagen, 
SS. 208—209. 


defended their land. Many feats of valour were performed 
during the defence of Danzig, Warsaw and other Polish 
towns. In the face of mortal peril the Polish ruling class 
manifested complete indifference to the future of the country 
and people. Leaving the population and the army to the 
mercy of fate, the ruling clique fled. There arose a serious 
threat that Hitler’s army would roll up to the borders of 
(he USSR and that tho Nazis would enslave the population 
of Western Ukraine and Western Byelorussia. The situation 
evoked the natural concern of the Soviet people and govern- 
ment. Considering it to be their sacred duty to assist their 
bloodbrothers, the Soviet Government ordered the Red Army 
to cross the border and take the population of Western 
Ukraine and Western Byelorussia under its protection. 

Carrying out the government orders, the Red Army 
moved in and freed the population of Western Ukraine 
and Western Byelorussia from capitalist-landowner oppres- 
sion and prevented their enslavement by Nazi Germany. 

Kurins (units) formed in Germany by Ukrainian nationa- 
lists and commanded by R. Suszko, J. Boidunik and 
J. Baranovsky actively participated in military operations 
against the Polish army. 1 

The German Army High Command used these units 
mainly for punitive operations in the Carpathian Mountains 
such as encirclement and liquidation of Polish Army men and 
officers, who sought to cross the border into Hungary. In a 
report sent by the Ukrainian nationalists to Reichsleiter 
Rosenberg after the “Polish Operation”, it was stated that 
OUN carried out in Western Ukraine “an operation which 
by the very threat to the Polish Army move southwest 
(i.e., to Hungary and Romania — author) weakened the 
fighting capacity of Polish soldiers, sowed panic among 
officers, and hastened the collapse of Poland... We captured 
7 cannons, many heavy and light machine-guns, 3,000 rifles, 
1 4,85 0 hand grenades and 54 infantry carriers”. 

1 J. Armstrong. Ukrainian Nationalism, New-York, 1963, p. 42. 
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1116 AS tt 1 muStioii of Western Ukraine with Soviet 
Ukraine many nationalists fled to German-occupied Poland 
to settle in Cracow. Those previously sentenced by the 1 oles 
for espionage and other subversive work for Germany also 
made their way to Cracow after being released by the Nazis 
Among hem wore the German agents S Bandera and 
M Lebed imprisoned in 1935 for assassinating the Polish 
internal affairs minister Peracki. The Germans had put 
ES stakes on these two criminals, masterminds of assas- 
sinations of hold-ups and robbery, of arsons and cold- 
blooded murders. Bandera and Lebed immediately demanded 
high positions in OUN from Melnyk, who assumed leader- 
ship of OUN after the demise of Konovalets. 


A D thsrt^onovatets ^knevi ' would ^ be moS 

»plnt deHve?ed a package to Konovalets in Rotterdam in 1938. 
\Vhen Konovalets opened the package the bomb it ?° nt ? l “ e l e ^ P °. 
ded and Konovalets" was killed. Later t^^tnL^tM S-.vers and 
lets was of more use to them dead than alive. 

A. Kahn. Op. cit., p. 97). 
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Melnyk’s reluctance to satisfy their demands caused a 
mutiny. Melnyk repeatedly applied to Berlin to interfere. 
At last Abwelir for the sake of appearance, met with Ban- 
dera, the mutiny leader. During a series of talks Bandera 
managed to convince Abwehr that he could better organize 
anti-Soviet activities than Melnyk. To prove this he proposed 
to separate from Melnyk and set up his own organization, 
recruiting the most reckless Ukrainian nationalists' ready to 
carry out any assignment. , 

The German Intelligence Service was lured by Bandera s 
proposal, the more so since their plans for war against the 
Soviet Union included the urgent “selection” of men rated 
according to their experience as subversive agents, their 
loyalty to fascism, their initiative and energy. Therefore, 
the Nazis ordered their OUN resident R. Jary, who had 
actively supported Melnyk and at the latter’s demands had 
even tried to soothe the heated passions and ambitions of 
the Bandera “mutineers”, to resolutely support Melnyk’s 
rivals. As a result of Jary’s efforts the organization splitted 
into two camps OUN-Melnyk and OUN-Bandera or more 
simply the Melnykites and the Banderites. 

The fact that the split in OUN was the work of the 
Nazis is admitted in various nationalist papers and “me- 
moirs” by OUN leaders and specifically in the reminiscences 
by the Melnykite M. Kapustynsky. Thus, the Banderites and 
the Melnykites were just puppets in the hands of the chiefs 
of the Nazi secret service and Gestapo. 

Besides Bandera and Jary, M. Lebed, J. Stetsko, R. Shu- 
khevich, D. Miron, S. Lenkavsky and other trusted agents 
were promoted by the Germans to the leadership of the 
newly-baked OUN. Presenting arguments for the split 
Bandera stated that the OUN Provid under Melnyk, always 
in emigration, had alienated from the political life and had 
lost the sense of the real needs and ways of contemporary 
anti-Soviet warfare. Furthermore, explains Bandera, Melnyk 
personally was not authorized to be “the OUN leader” be- 
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\ i fn “nower” through some “mythical” 

separate from the Melnyk group and to establish a new 
nationalist organization. The Banderites pledged to fight 
tooth and naif against the USSR. The Banderites promised 
fheir Nazi bosses to do their utmost to make their anti- 
Soviet subversive work more active and as far as possib e 
f„ Ss£ Ihe Nazi special services in perform, ng them 

f "' The' 'oUN split fanned turlher hatred In i the i heat of 
.argument OUN’s biggest secrets were disclosed. The verbal 
accusations usually ended in fights, knifing and murder. 
Nationalist historians many times were asked to > subs tan 
tiate this moment in OUN history. But they failed to dis- 
cover any difference between the two camps m principles, 
views, actions, or means of achieving their ends. As for the 
Nazi SS that inspired that nationalist split when acting on 
the old-worn imperialist principle of “divide et impera , it 
acquired a still stronger grip over both OUN camps and 
later used the services of both in the war against the cO let 
Union. “We spent millions and worked like demons to 
make of Bandera another Melnyk”, said a high-ranking 
official in Rovno, Miller. “We shall spare nothing to find 

ten more men like Bandera .' , , 

In the summer of 1940 Nazi Germany was ready for 
her thrust into the USSR. Hitler’s General Staff handed 
over to Abwehr many new tasks. To cope with them the 
German military intelligence set up, besides other things, 
special espionage group under the code name A . UoL ». 
Stoltze was appointed commander of this group. Group A 
had to organize sabotage and terrorism in the Soviet rear 
and to instigate national discords on Soviet tcrritoi y. 

MDuoted f r om G. Polikarpenko. 0peaHi3ai^isi yKpaincbKux Mr 
itioHOAiCTie nid nac dpyiol csiroeoi eiuHu (The Organization of 
Ukrainian Nationalists during World War II), 1951, p. 50. 
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“I got in touch”, Stoltze said at the Nuremberg Tribunal, 
“with Ukrainian nationalists employed by the German In- 
telligence Service and with other nationalist fascist group- 
ings. They were recruited for these purposes. I instructed 
OUN bosses, German agents Melnyk (code-name “Konsul-I ) 
and Bandera, to inspire disturbances in the Ukraine imme- 
diately following the German aggression against the Soviet 
Union. These measures were intended to undermine the Red 
Army’s rear and by this, also, to convince the world that 
the Soviet home front was being demoralized.” 1 

Stoltze testified that A. Melnyk became a German agent 
in 1938 when lie assumed leadership of OUN after Kono- 
valets’ demise. Canaris had authorized the head of the diver- 
sionary department Lahusen and Stoltze to arrange through 
Jary Melnyk’s enrollment as an Abwehr agent. 

Stoltze noted that they had no difficulty in persuading 
Melnyk, who diligently executed Konovalets’ assignments 
and was well-informed about the latter’s links with the 
German intelligence. When Lachusen and Stoltze asked for 
his further collaboration he readily agreed. At the very first 
meeting with Lahusen and Stoltze, held at a secret address 
in Berlin, Melnyk forwarded his plans of intensifying the 
espionage activities of Ukrainian nationalists and organizing 
disturbances in Western Ukraine, if a German-Polish war 
was started. Together with his master-plan Melnyk handed 
them a bill of expenses Abwehr would have to reimburse 
OUN. The extension and improvement of constant personal 
connections between Ukrainian nationalists in Poland on 
the one hand and OUN and Abwehr on the other were con- 
sidered by Melnyk as a top priority task for OUN. 

At later meetings with Stoltze, Melnyk suggested that 
a separate intelligence service within OUN should be 
established to stimulate subversive activities of Ukrainian 


1 Hiopn6epzcKuH nponecc (The Nuremberg Tribunal), Vol. I, 
Moscow, 1952, p. 372. 
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(“Taras Bulba”) to organize in Rovno Region armed bands 
of Ukrainian nationalists which would begin subversive acti- 
vities in the Red Army rear as soon as Germany began war. 

Early 1941 several clandestine meetings were held by the 
German Intelligence Service with other Ukrainian nationa- 
list loaders, namely Andrei Livitsky, who after the death of 
Simeon Petliura led the Petliura counterrevolutionary camp- 
in-exile and Pavlo Skoropadsky who had specially come 
from Berlin to the so-called Governor-Generalship to be 
closer to the border with Soviet Ukraine and to assume di- 
rect leadership of subversive anti-Soviet activities. 

To better organize and direct the subversive activity of 
Ukrainian nationalists in Soviet Ukraine a so-called “insur- 
rectionary staff” manned mainly by Bandera’s camp was 
set up in Cracow. This body also had the task of spreading 
such activity in the western regions of Ukraine, restoring 
and re-modelling the old network and creating guerrilla 
forces to be used in event of war. 

Special spy schools training men in the use of arms 
and explosives, in the forging of documents, and in conspi- 
racy were established in the so-called Governor-Generalship. 
Those men were organized into espionage and subversion 
groups in Cracow, Byelsk, Sanok and Przemysl and then 
infiltrated into Soviet territory. Stores of arms, ammunition 
and explosives were stacked along the border; much of it 
was Polish taken by the Nazis after Poland s capitulation. 

The extent of the subversive activity of the German 
Intelligence Service and the Ukrainian nationalists can be 
seen from events of the first eleven months of 1940 when 
Soviet border guards arrested hundreds of German spies 1 
attempting to cross the German-Soviet border. Most of them 
were OUN members. Just before the war the Nazis formed 
march groups ( noxidni zpynu OYH — translated hereafter 
as “task forces”) of propagandists and canvassers from 


1 “Krasnaya Zvezda”, April 14, 1965. 
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OUN oven went so far as to draw up and consult with 
Abwelir the key ministerial posts of a future ‘ government . 
However, those plans were foiled by the Red Army libera- 
tion march into Western Ukraine. 

The Nazis thoroughly planned their blitzkrieg against 
the Soviet Union. Ordered by Abwelir, the Ukrainian na- 
tionalists also drew up their plan generally known as 
“The struggle and activity of OUN during the war . 

The plan actually consisted of detailed lists of people 
marked to be assassinated, and deported to concentration 
camps, as well as indications of how, where and when to 
destroy, how to bring maximum harm to the Soviet people 

and facilitate the victory of the Nazis. 

“From the very onset of war, we read in this plan, 
“every Ukrainian nationalist must strive by all means 
(whether sabotage, misinformation) to create chaos anc 
havoc in the Soviet administration, economy and mobiliza- 
tion to the Red Army”. For those assigned to infiltrate into 
the Red Army, an instruction was issued to demoralize 
small units within the army and use them as • insurrection- 
ary cells” for a coup d’etat. 

OUN members were to carry out sabotage and diversion 
in the rear of the Red Army, seize post-offices and radio- 
stations, cut Red Army communication wires, hold bridges 
and important cross-roads, block railway tracks. If those 
attempts failed the nationalists were advised to destroy 
those “objects”. Much attention was given to “important 
crossings” which were destined to destruction only in case 
of top emergency or if it meant a serious loss in the ope- 
rational plans of the Red Army”. Such acts, it was calcu- 
lated by the master-mind of this plan, “would create more 
damage than the loss of a whole army division . 

Much attention was given to the problem of captured 

1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, 
File I. 
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RUckapracha bet Rtlcha letter Roeenberg 
In Geganvart won Stabaletter Schicbedanz 
■ it Admiral Canaria* Obarstlautnant La- 
h u a a n und Major Stoltte ** 21. 12. 

1938, 11 Uhr. 

Admiral Canaria arltutart dan Relchaleiter dla 
Art der Arbeit, dla daa Oberko»*ando dar Wahmacht alt dar 
Konovaletz-Jar/- Gruppe odcr 0 U If salt Jah- 
ran auffenoanan bat. Er batont, daas dla Einlgung a of dlaaa 
Gruppe nach Ruckaprache alt dea Ausvartlgen Aat und In (Jbereln- 
kunft alt don Japanern vor slch gagangen wara. Dla Arbait 
selbat batrlfft Auablldung in Tarachiadanen ailltAriachcn Dtn- 
gtn. 

lux admin lit rati van Zuaaaaanfaasun^ dar gaazan ukral - 
niachcc Ealgrantan Mar haban langwlertga Yarhandlungan ait 
dea Auawart lgan Aat und der Cahalaen Staatapol lzal zur Errich- 
tung elnar ukralnlscnan Vartrauansstalla gefuhrt, ala daran 
Laitar voa Oberkoeaando der Wbhraacht ain Dr. Rikolaua 
S u a z k o rorgaachlagen worden vara. Adairal Canaria 
batont nochaala* dasa dlaaar Dr. Nlkolaua S u a z k o niebt 
MLtarbaltar dar Koooaaletz-Jarp - Gruppa oder 
0 U N in irgandalner Pora gewasen sal. Diasas ware ganz ga— 
aau saltans daa Obarkoaaandos dar tahrmacht und dar Ceheimen 
Staatapol Uel ubarpriift vordan. Bei Gardcbtan, dla daa Cegan- 
tail baaagten, lage aloe Varaachaalung nit alnaa andaren Ukraa- 
nar glelchen Nanens vor# 


First page of the secret document on a conference 
held by Rosenberg on December 21, 1938 discussing 
ways of employing Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists 
in espionage and subversive activities for Germany 
(Photocopy). 


Un^rre niihtrc und fern* Zukunft verb*ndet s^ch 
unlosbar a*t der des deutschen Volkes. 

Wl r ait fr*ud*«en Her*en dss unerschUtter- 

Uche Yertrsuen.das htuts *m Deutschen Volke dem Gross - 
deutschen Reich und seUea Whrer entgt*#nfiebr»cht w*rd. 

Aus dieses Vertrauen heraus und <* Btrwuetse^n der 
a 2 ten dautjch-ukrainischen Yreundschaft ^ssen w*r,dass 
wir be! 2hnen,2ierr G*neral-Gouverneur, Veretandnis und wohl- 
wollenie Unterstiitzunc unseres organ* satorlscnen.kul turel- 
len und wlrtschaftHchen Auf baucs, sow 1 * unsere adninistra- 
tiven Mttarbeit finden werden. 


Hell Hitler ! Slawa Ukra*hi ! 
Krakau, den 17 November 1939. 


\A 



jy> 



The last page of the letter sent by the Ukrainian bourgeois 
nationalists to Adolf Hitler in which they gave an oath 
to closely collaborate with the “Great Third Reich and 
asked for permission to create in Cracow the “Ukrainian 
Central Committee”, 1939. 
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Paragraph 3 of the ill-famed "Akt" of June 
30, 1941 after the War “revised” by Ukrainian 
bourgeois nationalists. (Photocopy). 


Art USSCRtM FUHR £«. 




Den all C enel non Will an der Ukrainer cntsprc- 
chcnd, vwrdc heute dio UnabhangigKeit und Vereinicung 
von si-tlichen ukrdnischen Qebieton verttindet. 

DU sehn sue htsvo lien WOnsehe von vielen Gesch 
lechtem haben sich erf 01 It. Deln Ka«pf h»t sich nit Ir- 
folgeo bekranst. baa fesente UKrainisehe Vblk hat slch 
sun wcUtrni Kaa*f un die voile Frelhelt der Ukraine 
enter Del ten Fahoen eingefunden. 

Wir gluhen heute vor Wonne, bcscelt von einer 
Idee, uod t'inlg co uns 1» Gedanken nit unscrcn Volksgenea- 
sen der gesanten Vtelt. 

Ellen vir nach der ukralnlscben Vaupteiadt - 
4e» gold kuppell gen JfyJU i In dlesen groaaen Augenblick 
sendee vir Dir, \m«rseh<itterlich«r Held itr Hatlooalen 
Revolution ,u«»*re lnnlf sten tftnsche.wir slnd Gbcraeugt, 
dass Deln Vorhabon und das aehnsuchtlge Begehren des 
zes»tcn ukrainischeo Voikos beriiglicb der arlederberste- 
11-uag dues wbehtlgen Ukrainischeo Staates sleh ver- 
drkllcben vird. 


HEJL SER UKRAINE I 


Telegram sent to “our Fuhrer Adolf Hitler 
by the nationalist rally held on June 30, 19 41. 







A Nazi criminal and a nationalist traitor on the same 
platform. June 1941. Tarnopol. 


T»J>8c %«kCta-8Dp<X»«^ 

nojiiM* 


A< l C«J'«'THO t«xmo » 


SUH 


9 «1<ml BO flOpOTVtfi 3 « 0 *b*e»KUbXO® IiapTMSaMKOK*, *KoKirXTpOBa- 

ho» b noit«>Klt KiTioBMHi 9 x«*x .-BrpeeTS - WBHfkK - TOMOXb- 
IfXTOKMp. 

Ha m*cTa»i ix$op*aTxa>ooc M*r»pi«Jrl* BiOpajcnx xauo» poa»U*o*,eii4a 
6osa»«Bxubkiar napo«yTxo-n*pT*vaxebXKx » 1 I x I* .cxo* v*r m T poxaxxi « xlcxcro- 
tWMCTU T»p«Maz JlOXlCbXOl KlTZOBXXK B H»*AX »pOO*S - ****** - ToKOBb - 

IDCTCXKp.oOtBCmTbC* MB l»Kh 13,3.1943 pOX* B 10 - 13.000 DOHA* 

«• T.OOo *cttm yotaxw *a xicqax n »c«*« ixua <*•**. 

a*po«r««l HUln CXIbXO 036P06V 4 . AaTOXSTXxKO -MBUIOIO# xox-ro* sflpo- 
(» i msvxv p*ry*«px« doctavikxx noBlTpHXO® x©p©ro® » Mocoh tb pfUloxxft 
SB* moox.xoCI 1 1 aoBBKl u Mtcii»a Saxjw ©a6poeKi caaffa© pi JBO%bXima® SOpa&B, 
lie YAK. ]X C3?PC€«B« XX l OprftXlMQl* JWmWUM aoaOBMNTTbOA »U napo- 
wy-rxcTli wpf3 Docxrxxao \o xokxcI *a*®«K®of miub xowaiuworo e«ny xa 

CMC***** 3«p«r 1 IlTim M BXSMH1 ayXBTH. 

Eukjlh mxxTb MBims roaoBRivw xww* b«cTb »« 6| xxy posBlJUry b JU*a»- 
BB.RI BiWTK* T«pc»a*,uo poftxTbco wbakm* rpyuaxx TB nooAHMOKHMx ecofen* 
JiyM MMcnlpaTXExc t a xii^ae ax»oayv3Tx xa jd*d«pc 1 »JUum»pc 1« »WTbc« 

6 Jar^XfeNoMjr no ninU *xiu**y*axxM kb oxynosaxxx x 1 »«um*o® apvtc* Tepexax 


ucOTcro nqnoBMHHfl. totx wro nwiepcin **e bbsuw- 

b croid qpfiry * * 


sxHati<Siiu>«c wicnweoro catm'KTy T&x 


B«nty . — 

lnSKBi^yanhNo ax i UIajoc opraHivmlfl. 

JfixslivalQ strewaxaS caixK Bxxarac xo Haftxoxwe P-3 Nat&>napTxaiHlB Ha 


*o aifprn asxa ,»ra* ca®e «k bohh oaflpocxvot 
Uibub 4 " — 


aalOb»4«HKX TcptHlb 


R Nyotcr* nepCdOXKTMC-H nocJliXPBHO 1 OCMOWHO.3 o3cajxy»df»ifl* 
Hlb emxbXKaM rapHlMHarn jnc aafleanewotR® nep*n Mowmtt se- 


OCHOSHl npXKUKBX Xl*B 1*8 Ui 3*01 aMtfl *. 

X.A»od®a«e yxpaixcbw nap tk mho nix *oI* xco*Mxy*AHHSi* t ni\ nixciual 

a gfiBfiCig-c»3a yxpaixewwl napTKMXK* 90.000 n. 
gJil acy-^ c-fcjyjgm? noocpng ojpcy t Jpyry naprxwxxy.a K*o$iuiflwo 

Rixxpa^c yxpBlRct^xy nafnraaxKy 1 raftxc ncc^asae I£ bocbhw waTaplicion. 

aj WMaaea 6a aa ajtmi - nxMcbxa oxpyra Jla nxlAcb aax.cTaHi^J yxpaSxctaui 
c^pncaNxa napryc aoxonnocMs apwawa'ieHxx x.ia Me? omuiohib »oe>moro jaaiBp- 
PI any 1 3 bIrtk pcwkmc cbow a»ui» y Bd xanpimxK. 

4.B napoayxlKxl 3 MlnBiibxo® bbbaox yxpaJxcfcxa naptnaaMKa onaHoeye Aeaxl 
KlcBXi ^arrpw zna qpraKlaai^I ran cbcIx armianlB .nocTaxAxm? lxn.AKula OKon 
wr* iriny nonlcj>)^xitBOBMiy. 

6. Ha B>caxox)cMopoxy»aKK« Apomtj no nl»dEl Q*e ca 'XvrtB -1 if« 6ci>x -f iro , y k- 
POiKcbKa nap'ncAKKa sxepxyc IloBlcblty id^jrasuxy no ntxll ^ponry . 

6 Jia sMna^ox naawcro xapay xepBosci apxli xa aaxlA.yxpalxcbXb uajynrjaM* 
« mscTbca xna v»*pcil kb OoBbuesxxa^xxx -— •« 1 ■■ - • xl- 

ae^oM epwicx. 



Taras Borovets’ (“Taras Bulba”) plan to counter Soviet 
partisans in Pollesia. (Photocopy). 





“Volunteers” to SS Division “Galicia.” 
Kubiovich is between two Nazi officers. 
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Telegram sent by Gestapo chief Meuller stating 
his interest in Lebid-Hnatkivska. (Photocopy). 


Uberheupt ntoht deekber. Dorn irtn der ORA ««r V.rfU ung ftlUHU 
Material Mf •tlltlrlMhea Sekior Ml iMMnt uafengreleh 
(10 Ms 13 Meldungen tOglUh) und ailltbrlgeh ven dor Truppe 
cw grdsstea Tell verwertbsr. Da** koaate, dess Elnhelten der 
ukrainlschen lenden in elnlgen mile* wit der deutsehen w.hr- 
wacM gegen die Pete *T*«e besw. belscheeletieohe Banden ge- 
kMpft hat ten. ^Mr den Wert dieses Prontelnsetsee bee* eh e nooh 
kelne gen.ua ObereieM. Jedoeh bitten die l/pA-Verbinde berelts 
hehe Verluste und der Tmppe sn elnlgen Stellen In krltleohen 
Moment en ntcht eu unterschiteende denote gelelstet. Entscbeldend 
eel, dess errelcht «*erde, dsss die ulrr*l*lscKen Banden In der 
Fronteane den Xeapf gegen die Beutschen eu/giben. AedemfellS wire 
Mlt erheblichen Stbrungen dee Beohschube c« reehnen. 

.^_Awth rk.MiB*do 20? (Oberstlt. Sellger). 

Ober st 11 . S. vertr Itt Bhnllohe Antlcht. Seine Aufgebe, Stbrungen 
h Inter der Front durchtufUhren, kBnnen nur »lt der OPA geldst 
werden. In den von den RtttMm besetsten Oebleten bestehe die 
VPA sis elnslge Cegnergruppe. Ihre Stlrkung dnreh Lleferung von 
Vsffen und ousblldung von ent spree henden Xrlften liege debar la 
Interest# derWehraecht. Ble Verbindung cu den Verbknden h inter 
der Front konne Jedoeh nur duroK die la deuteohen R*ua beetehenden 
Elnhelten hergeetellt aerden. Ir aUtse Saber la der Preale eue dew 
fslislscben ftaua VPA-Wut* erfeesen und sle nacK Ausblldung and 
nsrilstung entwetfer durch Flugscuge la rase l so hen Reum sbwerfen 
Oder (rdssere Oruppen durch Front lilcken durebsehleusen. Ole Oe- 
nehalgung der Berliner St #11 an liege dafUr vor. Tr stabe sett 
lingerer Zelt durch alnen Mittelsaenn a*tS chunh 1 . w 1 i t sc 
in Verbindung und hi be berelbe einlge Person#* cur Ausblldung er- 
hblten. *#% Vorsohlsg des Sob., elle VPA-Verbinde la Olstrikt 
Halit ten austurVsten und si# Allabhllch durch front 1 lichen durch - 
tutchleusen, he be er vor si eh t shelter alcht angenoaaen. Jedoeh 
werde er In nkehster Belt la Btnvernehaen alt Berlin cine cS.IOOBUnr 
starke Gruppe in Front abechnitt Del at yn -St ante 1 eu unaittelber 
vox der HXL bewaffnen und ait M il/« der dort elngeeetsten deutsehen 
Xlnhelten hlnter d«* Front brla^en. Per Plan Mi techniMh 
durch Out durchfuhr bar . Veeb die sea ersten Experiment wurden welt ere 
folgen. Er, °berstlt. S.^tel slch dur chaus la klaren, data die 
9uf dissent Wige ausgerusteten Einhelten bet wait area VoraaracX der 
d<uts«h«n Trvppen «vtl. dee Rsapf gegen die Beutsehe* »ufnen»e« 
kbnnten. Jedoch koaae eg c.Zt. d»r uf an, Stbrungen la Bucken dee 
Bugger durchzufUhren . Konkrete Auftrlge wiirde er den VpA-l^uten 


Second page of the document on a conference 
held by the German Intelligence officers in Lvov 
on April 19, 1944 in which OUN’s activity for 
Abwehr was “highly praised”. 
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Umborg, d co 1f44, 


gM+jfrfr*- *** f * rtlw> 


liritHl 


»1* 2.*«*»»en wn mit MrMlMwJlty J 
v»r*tt**rto »ieh dodurch, d*«s H. aus nicht bokonotcn GrUndon 
Mkcb Salat yn g*r«l*t war und auf d«r Riickrolse von Snlatyn 
nach Uoborg dureh die augenblickliehen vehnneohtstransporte, 
Stbrungen suf der Oat bah n u«w. Unger alS gewtihnlloh aufge- 
haltea words a *er. *«*»•** w * r Mndcmd, da** der Wittels- 
wana Itlltith *.tt. aleht In Woberg anwe*end 1st 
und air* aeu* Ve mitt lung nicht Obex-no hewn konnte. Sle km 
dureh don Ukraine* M u d r y ouimehr m 25.3.1944 
zustande. Is kount* aloe Zuswwenkunft i»lt Mcra*l»ow*kyj 
fUr dan 25.3.1944, IS,©* Vhr, In der v©hmmg das M u d r y J , 
Wdjtow*k*stra**« a | vcrelnbort warden. 

2u Anfanf dar Bcsprcehung stalltc HarasiacwskyJ 
fast, da** bai iainar Organisation liber die mil *>lr In dar 
arftan Bospreehur* vm 6.3.1944 bahandeltau Trageu abllU* 
Klaxfcait herracha und da** die 1# aln*elnan abgespioohcnen 
Punkt* von dar OUb dafinitiv anerkannt und ongenomoon wtirden. 
Bla OVV arwarta von dan Vorelnbarungen »lt dor Slcherhett*- 
pclltel *ahr vial »«aohl fUr dla Organisation aalbst al» 
aueh fOr aln gagenaaltlga* Varrtindnl* alt Hlnsloht auf die 
gukuaft tga ICntwlekluag 1 m groSukralnlacheo Ra« u»1 vor 
alien Dither auch mlt Hln*lcht auf dla dcrxeltlge Lag* und 
dan gewalnaamn Kampf gagan dan Lrtfelnd 1 elsohewimu*. 

Vaa sal d*««r In dar Ttttirung der OUK iibaraaugt , das* dla 
Slcfcarhalt spoil* el lhrerselta abenfalla tor Anarkannung 
und Annataae all ar In dar aratan Beapraohupg behondaltau 
Punkta beralt und bavollmieht Igt ael. 

Ba auf dan BericM das harm Xonnandaur* van 
13.3.1944 «o den BdS. blshar eadar von BdS. noch vow 
Chef dar Sip© file* Inteeheldung alngagangan war, dies 
jedech la latarassa da* Aacahens der SloharbeltSpollsel 
und nit R lick* lob t auf die offenslchtilch geselgte lerett- 
wi lligkeit dar 001-Bandera-Cruppa, *lt der Sioherheits- 
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Lemberg, den 29.Mir* 1944. 


®et)«(me 9*e1cf)$fa<$e 

glne Auefert tg mi fi . 


1.) Bel der Zusammenkunft des Herm Kommandeurs wit 

Heras imlwskyj am 27. Mir* 1944 erwahnte 
Letuierer betliufig, dass ea eineT UPA-Einhcit hlnter 
der Front gelungen sei, verachledene bolschewist iache 
Agenten festzunehmen . Der AnfUhrer der drel Oder vler 
Mann starken Agenten-Oruppt sel mlt der Uniform eine6 
dcutschen Wohrmacht sobeTleutnent a bekteldet gewesen. Die 
Agenten-Oruppe nabe ausserdem Material bel 6lch gehabt, 
das/4 mit dem Word an Amtsch f JX . Bauer In Zusammen- 
hang zu brlngen sei. 


Weiterhin &el es einer UPA- Einhelt gelungen, 2 Agenten 
des bekannten Generals S e i d 1 i t z , des Fuhrers 
der"deut schen Offlzlerm Verelnigung” in Moskau, mlt er- 
heblichem Material abzufassen. 

HerasimiwskyJ w^le nicht, ob die von den 
UPA- Einhelten abgefosaten Agenten noch am Leben sind. 

Kr hat sich jedoch dem Herrn Kommandeur gegenuber bereit 
erkliart, das erfasste Bewels -Material an die Sicherhelta- 
polizei auszul lefern und u.U.* auch die Agenten, wenn 
Sie noch am Leben sind^ und durch die Front hlnderch 
gebracht konnen. Als Gegenl e i stung verlangte H e r a s i - 


BNMWMWHHtfi 
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t.) Sehr*lb*nt 
An das 


1944. 

(Be^ctmc 9W^focf>c 

kartbrlef uber 'Ojo.- pm 
) Auaf ertlgungan ' 


R« tchealeherheit ehauptaat 1 l A i flf H k£ jr A.. 

- IV H - 

i.Hd.v.H-a tubai .u.Aata, 

-o.V.i.A.- 

ln B a r 1 1 n _ L 

Be t riff t i Ptthlungnaha* _ 

Arete) alt Dlenatatellcn 4»r Vehr 

unu zlvllan V#n»al tun*. 

Vf. rmn/L Laufande Barlchtaratattjrsg. 

>’ imm an r >hn». 



Aufatkn Jiseh« 
ent,Poll»*l 


Aa 7.6.1944 hatta dar N-Rafartnt liH « r » i I - 
4hl w a k y J alnan waltaran Traff und baaprach vor- 
nehmlich ait iha dan Elnaatt iron S- und f>A|«nt«n hlfftar 
dar aow Jatrusa.Pront aowia dla Abatallung von F-Agentan. 
fur dan Fall, dasa Tall* das Dlatrlktd Callalan is 
wait aran Varlaur da* at 1 1 tlrlachan Caacnanana noctt g*- 
rauat warder. auaatar.. Dias* Baeprtchung dlanta aucft dan 
lntaraasan dea Mar stationldrten Sondavkoaaa/sdoa 
"Zeppelin" sowla tlanau des dor t.FS-E r la* sa a br. 63773 
voo 27.6.1944 - IV A 2 b - .227/44*. 

Hlnalchtlich dar AbBtetlluns von ?- und S-Agenten 
rua Slnfiatz Muter dar aowja trusa. Front erklkrta 
HeraslaiwakyJ , dans die VPA a in* Yerbindung 
tur Mehraaeht untarhalte, ala dla Si cherhel tapol iza i 
ala rur GUH-Bandera-Gruppe haba. Zwltchen *ahraachi und 
UFA *01 bareits salt langerar Zalt varainsart, dabs dar 
deutachon Wehnnaeht P- und S-Agantan aus dan Reihen dar 
UPA tur Verftigun* gaatallt wurdan. Ea erUbriga alch daher, 
dia In Betraeht komsenden UPA-Angahorigan such noch dar 
SicfcertieltspoliTei bakanntzugab«n. Vi«ltt*hr adga die 
s ieharhcitspollzel dar Vehroaefct konkrata Ajftrage, dla 
la al cha rhai t a pollzei lichen Intaraasa lagan, be*anct> 
gaban, dealt sle von dan F- ur.d S-A*anten der Beftrnacht 
gWichteltlg alt erledigt warden kdnnten. Ich bltta ua 
baldige Bittallung, ob daa dot t .H invar standnla su ainaa 


Documents* on the meetings between the 
Security police and SD and OUN Provid 
representative Hrynoch (Herasimiwskyj) 
in Lvov from March to July, 1944 


Victims of OUN reign of terror in Ivano-Frankovsk 
Region. 


IN THE SHADOW OF THE SWASTIKA 


On June 22, 1941 Nazi Germany treacherously unleashed 
war against the USSR. One hundred and ninety German 
army divisions delivered a surprise attack on the Soviet 
frontier and breaking through the heroic resistance of Soviet 
border guards and front units of the Red Army started a 
wide offensive on Moscow, Leningrad and Kiev. 

From the very beginning of the Nazi aggression nationa- 
lists in the anti-Soviet underground in Western Ukraine, 
acting on instructions from the OUN head offices in Cracow, 
launched a campaign of sabotage in the Red Army rear. 

On July 28, near Przemysl, Lvov region, armed OUN 
gangs attacked convoys which mainly consisted of women 
and children being evacuated and small Red Army units. 
The same OUN gangs helped the Nazis occupy the town. 

In the district of Rudky, the Nazis faced by fierce re- 
sistance from Red Army troops had to halt their advance. 
However, the information received from OUN agents who 
knew the locality very well enabled the Germans to skirt 
and move in from the rear of the Red Army positions. 4; The 
Germans profited from the information the local (nationalis- 
tic — author) youth gave about the enemy,” boasted the 
nationalists, “and it was why the Bolsheviks were so soon 
defeated.” 1 


1 3a yKpaincbKij depoicaenicTb. Xto Oydye , a xto pyftnye yapa- 
incbKy depofcaenicTb. (For an Ukrainian Statehood. Who builds and 
who destroys Ukrainian Statehood), 1941, p. 9. 
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In the town of Koziv, Tarnopol Region, armed nationa- 
list cutthroats had already massacred the inhabitants before 
the Nazis came. OUNites also ambushed Red Army men 
fired at their army trucks, and welcomed the Nazis with 
swastikas and yellow-blue banners. 1 “Tarnopol Region (the 
nationalist organization of Tarnopol Region — author) not 
only helped the Germans”, it is written m the brochure 
“For an Ukrainian Statehood”. “It cleared the area of the 

UU There were OUN gangs in Kosiv and Dolina districts, 
Stanislau Region (now Ivano-Frankovsk). “The Kosiv 
branches", it is further stated in the same brochure, are 
flushing out and liquidating communists hiding in the sur- 
rounding woodlands. In the outskirts of Dolma paitisans 
(OUN thugs-ed.) annihilated small Red Army units. Do- 
lina district was combed and under control by our partisans 
long before the Hungarian troops came. . , 

In Drohobich district Ukrainian nationalists tried to 
wage anti-Soviet propaganda among Red Army men and in 
Soviet institutions. OUNites seized Soviet activists set fire 
to munition dumps, and in some areas even clashed with 

retreating Red Army divisions. 

The same kind of activity was carried out by other na- 
tionalists in Volvn, Rovno and Chernovtsy Regions. 

The Ukrainian nationalists rejoiced at the first Nazi 
victories “At last the hour has come!” wrote the newspaper 
“Krakivski visti” in 1941. “Our dreams, our ambitions are 
now reality. This is our resurrection... The German Army is 
bringing us our cherished freedom’ . 

The leaders of the Third Reich were buried under the 
laudatory messages coming from every Ukrainian nationa- 
listic organization. Those days Skoropadsky cabled Hitler. 
“Welcome personally and on behalf of the Hetmanite oiga- 
nization the war declared on the Moscovite International. 


1 The colours of the Ukrainian nationalists. 
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Accept our most earnest desire for Germany’s total vic- 
tory.” 1 

“Every one of us now is very happy/’ declared the Ban- 
dera-controlled newspaper “Samostiyna Ukraina” which 
was printed in Stanislau. “We are all so happy that tears 
well in our eyes. Some of our people were so shocked by 
the good news that they fell ill from sheer happiness... Our 
liberation in the existing political atmosphere would have 
been impossible had not the Fuhrer made his historic deci- 
sion.” The newspaper went on to say that “the heroic Ger- 
man Army is helping to create an independent Ukraine and 
is bringing freedom to all the nations. Hence our deep emo- 
tions, our simple gratitude to the Fuhrer and his triumphant 
army, an army in which Ukrainians take pride (??). All 
our people, all over the country (??) are cheering their 
liberators... Glory to Adolf Hitler, the Fuhrer of the German 
nation I Glory to the heroic German Army!” 2 

The Ukrainian nationalists started their murderous march 
under the Nazi swastika. “Nachtigall” moved into Soviet 
territory together with the “Brandenburg” Battalion. By 
evening June 29, the legion drove into the suburbs of Lvov 
and its landsknechts spilled out into the streets killing 
everybody in their way. 3 

“Nachtigall” commander-in-chief R. Shukhevich and 
Chaplain J. Hrynoch had an audition with Sheptitsky, the 
Greek-Catholic metropolitan in Lvov. Informed about na- 
tionalist plans of forming a government Sheptitsky “gave 
his blessings” to all the legionaries and the future Ukrain- 
ian nationalist “government”. 

On June 30, OUN Provid led by Stetsko arrived in Lvov 
in Abweln* cars. The same day, in order to be the first to 
show their allegiance to the occupational forces, the Ban- 
derites called a rally to read the u Akt" proclaiming an 


4* 


1 “Natsiya v pokhodf \ No. 9—10, 1941, p. 1 

2 “Samostiyna Ukraina”, June 7, 1941. Stanislau. 

3 W. Brockdorff. Op. cit., SS. 130-131. 
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“independent Ukraine”, and the formation of a “govern- 
ment” that in actual fact was Bandera orientated and wholly 
subservient to the Germans. 

Documents give us a fuller description of these events. 
One of them stated that in the premises of the Ukrainian 
cultural-educational association “Prosvita , on June 30, 1941 
“a big meeting of Ukrainians of Western regions was held, 
where the “Akt" proclaiming an Ukrainian state and the 
first regional committee were passed.' Nothing is said in 
the document about the delegates at this rally. The fact is 
that all those present were Nazi SS and army officers, 
Ukrainian interpreters and representatives from Goebbels 
propaganda ministry, landsknechts from Nachtigall and 
nationalist bosses who had come to Lvov in the wake of 
Abwelir Not a single representative from the working mas- 
ses participated in this rally. 2 Hence, neither the population 
of Western Ukraine nor the more so the whole Ukrainian 
nation vested authority in OUN. The ill famed Akt of 
June 30. 1941 was really the Ukrainian nationalists oath of 
allegiance to fascism, the dire enemy of all humanity. 

‘The newly-formed Ukrainian state,” reads Paragraph 3 
of the “Akt", “will closely collaborate with National-Socia- 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine, Fund 3833, Specification I 
File 207- Sheet 8. A well-known Ukrainian nationalist Pankivsky 
who attended this so<allcd "big rally” said of it: “Small, dark 
rooms, lighted only by flickering candles. The rally was badly 
organized: guests were ignorant of the reason for calling the rally. 
The puzzling atmosphere of urgency, the nervous hustling... At 
last the arrival of Stetsko, who, despite the warm summer night 
had rolled up the collar of his army mackintosh He created no im- 
i, region and he spoke so softly that people in the adjoining room 
could hardly hear him”. (K. Pankivsky. Bid depxaeu do noMirery 
(From a State to a Committee), p. 31. 

2 Pankivsky attempts to straighten out the situation b> the 
fact that the rally was held at night and it was difficult to invite 
other people, since the Nazis had enforced a curfew forbidding per- 
sons to be out after 9 p. m. 
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list Great Germany led by her Fulirer Adolf Hitler to create 
a new order in Europe and the whole world, and to libeiate 
Ukrainians from Moscovite subjugation. The Ukrainian Na- 
tional Revolutionary Army, being formed on Ukrainian ter- 
ritory, will join the German Army in the common front 
against the Moscovite occupation of our sovereign and 
Christian country to create a new order all over the world.” 1 
The pompous ceremonies held each year by nationalists 
abroad to celebrate June 30 contrast with their reluctance 
to publish the full and unabridged version of this “Akt". 
The above-quoted from the “ Akt" are rather too exposing 
and compromising. When forced to refer to the “Akt the 
nationalists either completely omit Paragraph 3 or reinter- 
prete its meaning. For instance, the editors of the nationa- 
list newspaper “Homin Ukraini” which is printed in Toron- 
to, Canada, in its July 14, 1962 issue “revised” Paragraph 3 
of the “ Akt " as follows: “The Ukrainian Army will continue 
to fight... for... a new and just order all over the world”. 
Thus the first part of the paragraph covering the close col- 
laboration with Nazi Germany in establishing a “new” order 
was completely omitted, as well as other “irrelevant” words 
from the second part of this paragraph. When on July 25, 
1962 the progressive Ukrainian-Canadian newspaper 
“Ukrainske Zhittya” published an article “Facts and Docu- 
ments Correct the Shameful Big Lie of the Banderites” and 
gave the full text of the “Akt” of June 30, “Homin Ukraini” 
started a campaign of slander against “Ukrainske Zhittya”. 
In article “Moscow Agency in Action” “Homin Ukraini” 
declared that the “Ukrainske Zhittya” reporter had never 
seen the original “ Akt ” of June 30 and had only opportunely 
used flysheets and newspaper articles. Alas! The nationalists 
are trumps down. The text of this “Akt" written in hand 
by Stetsko, one of its main authors, can be found in the 


1 “Samostiyna Ukraina”, July 10, 1941. Stanislau. 


Central State Archives yn the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. 1 

The nationalist rally sent greetings to all the leading 
Nazis of the Third Reich. In their letter to the Fuhrer, the 
Ukrainian nationalists wrote that his “struggle has tri- 
umphed” and that they, would continue to rally round his 
“call for further struggle.” “Now we must move further on , 
said the Ukrainian nationalists “towards the Ukrainian 
capital, gold-cupolaed Kiev. " 

Those years, when Ukraine was scorched to the earth, 
when her people were fighting a life and death battle with 
fascism, the nationalist traitors called “the greatest mo- 
ment”, that gave them another occasion to extend to Hitler 

“their deepest gratitude.” 2 , , 

G. Koch and Keit, Canaris’ confidential agents, attended 
the Ukrainian nationalist rally in Lvov. Koch made a speech 
on behalf of the German Army High Command. He congratu- 
lated the nationalists on their “independence and called 
for a more active collaboration with the Wehrmacht and the 
Nazi occupational administration. . 

On the occasion of the occupation of Lvov by the Nazis 
and the declaration of a “sovereign” Ukraine, the Greek- 
Catholic metropolitan Andrei Sheptitsky issued on July I, 
1941 his “Pastoral Letter" in which it was said that “the 
rally of yesterday confirmed and proclaimed... a historic 
event.” The metropolitan appealed to the population to 
“show gratitude to the Almighty, obedience to His Church 
and loyalty to the “government”. “In time of war,” he wrote, 
“much sacrifice is demanded, but the cause (verbatim 
the cause of the Nazi aggression — author') begun in the 
name of God and with His Blessings, will come to a just 
end.” 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 3, rile 
Sheet 34. 

2 Ibid. 
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The head of the Uniate Church went on further to say: 
“We greet the victorious German Army as our deliverei 
from I lie enemy. We render our obedient homage to the 
government which lias been elected. We recognize Jaroslav 
Stetsko as Head of the state administration of the Ukraine. 

At present, nationalists and the Uniate clergy - abroad 
make attempts to twist the meaning of Shoptitsky’s “I astoral 
Letter" as well as that of the “Aid" of June 30. In post-war 
nationalist publications it is difficult to find the full texts 
of these documents. 

Texts of the “ Akt ” and “ Pastoral Letter' were printed 
as posters and billed to railings and buildings all over Lvov. 
For some days the nationalists broadcasted readings of the 
“Akt" and “ Pastoral Letter ” interluded by Nazi marching 
cadences. 

True enough, Banderite leaders now dispute the fact 
that the Germans allowed them to use the radio station in 
Lvov. However, other Ukrainian nationalist sources, that 
then were not involved and thus, to a certain degree, can be 
said to be objective, give the opposite. For instance, R. Li- 
sovy in his book “The Break-up of OUN writes. ...the 
Banderite publication “The Liberation Policy (Bn3BOJibna 
nojiiTinia) (No. 4-5, 1946) included an article The June 
Days” (HepnneBi gaTii) in which it was stated: For two 
days the radio station in Lvov transmitted to the rest of 
Ukraine news of the reinstatement of independence and the 
“ Pastoral Letter" by the metropolitan Andrei Sheptitsky”... 
Could they have broadcasted the news of Ukraine’s indepen- 
dence without the German’s consent? Hardly likely, since 
the Germans are known for their orderliness and the radio 
station was right in Lvov not in the Gorgonne Forest. 1 It 
would be just as naive to say that the Germans had the 
situation out of control. The first thing the Germans always 
did was to seize the most important objects which included 


1 Forest in the Carpathian Mountains. 
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communication (radio stations). In this instance, in Lvov, 
the fact that the Banderites were allowed to use the radio 
station for two days in no way committed the Germans. 1 

There was a delay in the publication of the epistle by 
the head of the so-called Ukrainian Autocephalic Orthodox 
Church Polycarp Sikorsky. The nationalists said it to be 
“through technical reasons" at the print-shop in Lutsk. This 
Nazi collaborator wrote that “the road to our resurrection, 
the resurrection of the Ukraine, lies only in a close and 
honest co-operation with the Germans... We, ourselves, must 
work hard to hasten the triumphant end of this war for the 
future of our nation depends on it... Ukraine must sacrifice 
as her destiny undoubtedly, is closely interwoven with that 
of Germany.” 

Newly-baked nationalist newspapers gave wide publicity 
to these disgraceful documents. “...We Ukrainians,” reads 
the article “Building a State” in the Stanislau nationalist 
newspaper “Samostiyna Ukraina”, “must proceed to restore 
an Ukrainian statehood on our liberated land. This, in fact, 
is being carried out by the Organization of Ukrainian Na- 
tionalists headed by Stepan Bandera. Stepan Bandera is now 
the leader of our Ukrainian nation... as Adolf Hitler is of 
the German, as Mussolini is of the Italian, as Generalissimo 
Franko is of the Spanish, as Atatiirk was of the Turkish, 
etc.” 

On the mainmast of the tower of Lvov’s town-hall hung 
the swastika and four yellow and blue banners flanked 
each side. The building on 20 Rus Street in Lvov sheltered 
OUN headquarters under the direction of M. Lebed, Ban- 
dera’s second secretary. Soon the building became the 


1 R. Lisovy. Po3aom e OYH. KpuTimni aapucu do deadi^RTUAir 
TR 3acnyeanHR Oyil (The Break-up of OUN. Critical review 
on the twentieth anniversary of the foundation of OUN), 1949, 

pp. 193-194. 
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Ukrainian nationalists’ Mecca. OUNites from all corners of 
Ukraine came here to register “for history” their names and 
code-names and length of service in the organization. The 
building of 30 Valova Street in Lvov was used as a propa- 
ganda centre headed by S. Lenkavsky. The “George Hotel” 
(now Hotel “Intourist”) served as an education centre super- 
vised by B. Kordiuk. Eugene Wrencion was Lvov’s police 
commissioner. The nationalist bosses drove about Lvov in 
German “Opels”, “Wanderers” and “Volkswagens” that bore 
SD (security police) registration numbers. 

Stetsko to make himself heard sent on July 7, 1941 
another letter to Hitler, who had up till then ignored former 
congratulatory messages. It was stated in this letter that 
Ukrainian nationalists were aware of the Fuhrer’s wish... 
to create a new order on a foundation OUN appreciated to 
be only just. “We are deeply convinced and extend our 
most sincere wish that the cause initiated by you comes to 
its triumphant end,” 1 wrote Stetsko to Hitler or as he called 
him “the great Fuhrer”, “the leader of the struggle for a new 
world order”. At the same time Stetsko sent his “most 
hearty greetings and great pleasure” to Mussolini and 
expressed his hopes for a “quick and complete victory” and 
his “strong confidence” that the Duce would recognize the 
Ukrainian “government” that through its “due service” 
occupies an “appropriate” place in the fascist camp. Similar 
letters and telegrammes were sent to Goering, von Ribben- 
trop, Franko and other fascist leaders. 2 

To celebrate the “liberation” of Ukraine OUN held sit- 
tings, rallies and demonstrations. OUNites armed with cud- 
gels and bayonettes herded people to these gatherings where 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 3, File 7, 
Sheet 28. 

2 Ibid., Sheets 25, 30—33. 
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they were bullied into approving resolutions congratulating 
the Nazis and their allies on their victory. The nationalists 
also praised the Nazis through radio broadcasts, newspapers, 
leaflets, notices and bulletins. Lieutenant I. Klimiv a “com- 
manding officer” of a non-existent “army wrote in one of 
his orders distributed to nearly every town and village in 
Western Ukraine that “the German Army has come to 
Ukraine as an ally... We must regard it as such and aid 
the German Army in every way possible.” 1 The nationalists 
took pains to make the Nazis feel masters of the land and 
mercilessly squashed any actions that could infringe upon 
their interests. 

In the instructions to its branch offices, OUN exempli- 
fied that “towns and villages... must be decked with German 
flags and in the main streets arcs of triumph must be erect- 
ed bearing the inscriptions: “Heil Hitler!”, “Glory to OUN!”, 
“Glory to Bandera!”, “Long Live the German Army!”, 
“Long Live Adolf Hitler!” Orders were also given to confis- 
cate Soviet literature and portraits of Soviet cultural workers 
and political figures. The confiscated matter was to be 
heaped up in public squares and set to fire after appropriate 
public speeches had been made before a gathering. Instruc- 
tions also demanded from the population the laying of fresh 
flowers on the graves of German soldiers as such a gesture 
would be one of “most profound respect”. All OUNites 
visiting these graves were ordered to give the Nazi salute. 2 
In every town and village of Western Ukraine nationalists 
organized “thanksgiving days for the “liberty” bestowed on 
them by Adolf Hitler and the German people”. These 
ceremonies usually ended in bloody massacres. Children, 
women and old people were killed with unprecedented bru- 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 1, File 41, 
Sheet 6. 

2 Ibid.. Specification 9. File 90, Sheet 20. 
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tality. In the cellar of the building on 12 Mokhnatsky 
Street in Lvov the nationalists had their “inquisition cham- 
ber”. Scores of Poles and Jews were murdered there. Some 
of those doomed were thrown from the balcony onto the 
cobbled courtyard below. OUN boss M. Lebed and Nazi of- 
ficers were responsible for the tortures and murders. On the 
night of July 3-4, 1941 “Nachtigall” legionaries together 
with the Gestapo executed many prominent scientists and 
cultural figures in the Vuletski Hills in Lvov. Among those 
killed were Professor Boj-Zielenski, a Slavinist; Professor 
K. Bartel, former Polish premier; I. Ostrovsky, R. Rencki, 
G. Hilarowicz, prominent physicians; Professor R. Loncian 
do Berier and many other intellectuals. 

On October 22, 1959 a press-conference for German and 
foreign correspondents was held in Berlin. During the press- 
conference it was stated that on July 1-6, 1941 Ukrainian 
nationalists from the Legion “Nachtigall” under the com- 
mand of A. Herzner and T. Oberlander killed 3,000 Poles 
and Jews in Lvov. Bonn in an attempt to exculpate Herzner 
and foremostly Oberlander 1 immediately published the text 
of the “Attorney’s Conclusion” in which Bonn’s jurists shift- 
ed the blame for the crime onto the Ukrainian nationalists, 
who, they said, acted arbitrarily and counterwise to the 
orders of the German commander-in-chief... The murder of 
Lvov citizens, the “Attorney’s Conclusion” reads, were 
committed by soldiers and officers from “Nachtigall” and 
the Ukrainian police in Lvov. Such acts were part of the 
plan of exterminating the Jewish population in Lvov, and 
first of all Communist Party members and their sympathi- 
sers, as well as a large section of the Polish intelligentsia, 
in particular, the professorate of the university... Mass ar- 
rests were made with the Ukrainian police in Lvov parti- 
cipating... Most of the arrested... were shot on orders of... 


1 Oberlander was then West Germany’s minister in charge of 
displaced persons. 
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Doctor Rosch, the commander-in-chief of the SS Einsatz- 
gruppe (task force). 1 

Thousands of dead bodies were left behind the “Nachti- 
gall” legionaries in Zlochof, Tarnopol, Sataniv, Vinnitsa 
and other places in Ukraine and Byelorussia. Massacres 
committed jointly by the Nazis and the Ukrainian nationa- 
lists took place also in Stanislau (now Ivano-Frankovsk). 
During the first few days of German occupation 250 people, 
mainly teachers, engineers and lawyers were killed in this 
town. 

OUNites were especially savage with the Jewish popula- 
tion. The first few months of German occupation of Western 
Ukraine saw the death of thousands of Jews in Lvov, Sta- 
nislau, Lutsk, Tarnopol, Nadvirny and Zlochof. 2 3 “We saw 
ditches five metres deep and twenty metres wide in which 
were men. women and children, mostly Jewish. There were 
about 60 to 80 people in each ditch,” wrote a former Nazi 
general Doctor Otto Korfes. “We could hear their moans 
and screams as the hand grenades exploded among them. 
Alongside the ditches stood up to 12 men in plain clothes 
and they were throwing the grenades into the ditches ... 
Later Gestapo officers told us that those men were Bande- 
rites.” 2 This atrocity was committed in Zlochof near Lvov 
on July 3, 1941. 

In response to the mass executions and massacres an at- 
tempt on Stetsko’s life was made in Lvov on July 8, 1941. 

An unidentified man shot at Stetsko as the latter was 
climbing out of his car. But the bullet missed Stetsko and 

1 Archives of Central Committee of Communist Party of 
Ukraine Institute on Party History. Fund 57, Specification 4, File 
338, Sheet 510. 

2 In a trial held in Miinster (West Germany) in 1966 G. Krie- 
ger was accused of killing 26,000 Jews while acting as Chief of 
the Security Police and SD in Stanislau during the period July 
1941 — July 1942. Ukrainian nationalists were also accused with 
him. (“America”, Sept. 2, 1966). 

3 “Mitteilungsblatt”, Berlin. No. 11, 1959. 
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injured the driver. The would-be assassin escaped. Later 
Stetsko evoked this incident in his biography: “The appro- 
priate German authorities (the security police SD — author) 
promised that reprisals would be taken against the Poles 
since the German Stellen considered the distribution of the 
anti-German and anti-Ukrainian (???) leaflets and the as- 
sassination attempt to have been instigated by Polish 
circles.” The promise was kept and the Nazis shot about 
200 Jews and Poles in Lvov. 1 

It would be difficult to find a town or village in the 
western regions of Ukraine where during the occupation 
the Ukrainian nationalists did not mutilate, torture or kill 
innocent people. The bloody reprisals continued for over a 
month ... And then the nationalist Provid received the shock 
of their life. 

While “premier” Stetsko grovelled before the mad 
Fuhrer and begged him for official recognition of his “go- 
vernment”, Berlin was deciding the matter to its own taste. 
Hitler ordered on July 17, 1941 the transfer of administra- 
tive power on occupied Soviet territory to the Reichsmi- 
nisterium fiir die besetzten Ostgebiete headed then by 
Rosenberg. Ukraine was carved up by the Nazis. Galicia 
was included as a separate district to the so-called General- 
Gouvernement. Odessa Region, the southern part of Vin- 
nitsa Region and the western part of Nikolaev Region were 
merged into a “Transnistria” and handed over to Romania. 
The greater part of Ukrainian territory made up the Reichs- 
kommissariat of Ukraine and was divided into five General- 
bezirke. Other occupied territory was directly controlled by 
the German Army. 

Hence, the “state” proclaimed by the OUN 11 A kt” of 
June 30 turned out to be mere fiction. Except for Stetsko’s 
“regional committee”, denied by the Germans even in 

1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification I, File 207. 
Sheet 179; Specification 3, File 7, Sheet 4. 
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premises, there were no other “state" institutions. All power 
was in the hands of the Germans. Ukraine was ruled by 
Nazi gauleiters, gouverneurs and general-kommissars. 

So! what did the Nazis do with Stetsko s regional com- 

mil They could easily liquidate its members, a practice fre- 
ouentlv used against their political opponents. But tins time 
hev did not The Ukrainian nationalists and their bosses - 
Bandera, Stetsko, Lebed and Lenkavsky in particular, were 
too good to lose. The moreso since developments on the 
Eastern front and on the occupied territory were turning 
against them. To find a way out of the situation Bandera 
and Stetsko were unceremoniously summoned to Berlin. 
It gave rise to rumours that they had been arrested . 
However, as Stetsko put it in his biography, the “arrest" 
was terminated shortly. 

“It was my roster day when at 4 p. m. the Gestapo came 
and told me that 1 was arrested and was to be convoyed to 
Berlin," wrote Stetsko, “On Wednesday they brought me to 
Cracow from where on Thursday I was already in Berlin 

and on Friday I was released;’ 1 2 . . 

In Berlin the Nazis reprimanded the Provid for its arbi- 
trariness and demanded proposals to be worked out foi the 
annulment of the “Akt \ insisting, however, on a further 
collaboration. Such proposals were written by Bandera and 
Stetsko and handed over to the Nazis for approval.^ 

It was stated in these papers, among other things, that 
UVO and later OUN had long collaborated with the Ger- 
mans, first with the Weimar Republic, then with the Thiid 
Reich. It was also stressed that the foreign policy of the 
Ukrainian nationalists had always been based on accord 


1 Archives of the Central Committee of the Communist Party 
of Ukraine Institute on Party History. Fund 3833, Specification 3, 
File 7, Sheet 5. 

2 Ibid., Specification I, File 39, Sheets 1—10. 
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with Germany. The success of our collaboration wrote Ban- 
dera and Stetsko can be confirmed by the German Intel- 
ligence Service, which maintained constant ties with OUN. 

In helping the Nazis to spread fascist ideology the na- 
tionalists hoped to get little favours from the Third Reich. 
Such sort of activity was not the only way OUN displayed 
its loyalty to Germany. The “ Akt " of June 30 outlined the 
general direction of the nationalists’ policy in which promi- 
nence w r as given to an “eternal unity” with Germany. “What 
else can be a clearer proof of our friendship,” was the pathe- 
tic cry from Bandera and Stetsko, “than the declaration of 
such a policy in our document which has been widely pub- 
licized all over the Ukraine?" 

The nationalists repented of the events of June 30 and 
asked the Nazis to regard them as a blunder and not as 
“a lack of discipline”. And they presented arguments of 
their loyalty, which are as follows: firstly, the Ukrainian 
nationalists were always consistent enemies of the Soviets; 
therefore it is evident that they are sincere in their desire 
to participate in this war and carry out any assignment 
whether it be killings, hangings, transporting people to 
labour in Germany, pillaging, blowing up factories and 
plants, rooting collective and state farms, disrupting 
transport and communications, stealing or spoiling cultural 
treasures, acting as a punitive police force, or as spies, sa- 
boteurs, terrorists on Soviet territory or on the front-line 
or in partizan detachments. They were also ready to infil- 
trate into the anti-German underground and work there as 
informers for the Gestapo. In other words the nationalists 
were ready for any job to retain co-operation with the Nazis. 

Secondly, long before the war began OUN Provid tried 
to contact leading Nazis in order to receive direct instruc- 
tions from them on their competency to act but failed. On 
the eve of the war with the Soviet Union Stetsko had tried 
to discuss the question in the foreign political department 
of the Nazi Party. Doctor Leibrandt a functionary of the 
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department to whom Stetsko applied, declined to discuss the 
matter. Another nationalist boss V. Stakhiv who tried to get 
in touch with him on the matter also failed. The Nazis 
did not want to condescend to discussions with the nation- 
alists, neither did they want them to come knocking at the 
door. Convinced of the uselessness of such discussions the 
Nazi Party leaders sent the nationalists to intelligence ser- 
vice chiefs to whom OUN was devoted body and soul. 

To soothe their loyal subjects the intelligence bosses 
promised them “Golden Days ’, a positive solution of the 
“independence'’ question, the formation of a nationalist 
“government”, the appointment of the most helpful and 
zealous agents to key posts, benefits and big rewards. These 
were but promises since the Intelligence Service had no 
right to meddle in political matters, and, secondly, the poli- 
ticians in charge had not authorized them to deal with such 
matters. Trusting naively the German Intelligence promises 
and hoping for the German government to yield to a com- 
promise, OUN declared an “independent Ukraine by the 
k Akt " of June 30. If there had been no misunderstanding 
between the German Intelligence and Bandera and Stetsko, 
the “ Akt " of June 30 would have never been published. 
Therefore, there would have been no dissatisfaction on the 
part of the German Chancellor, and Bandera and Stetsko 
would not have had to argue of their loyalty. However, the 
fact remained a fact. The “Akt " of June 30 did exist as did 
the “regional committee”. 

And it would hardly suffice, reasoned Bandera and 
Stetsko, to have the “Akt" quashed as it would bring an- 
other blow to the morale in OUN ranks, “decline the ardour 
to work” and end their “joy of tasting the long-forbidden 
fruit”. The annulment of the “Akt" would have had indeed 
“negative repercussions” for it would have been a clear 
demonstration of OUN venality which brought it the ill fame 
as an appendage of the German Intelligence Service. The 
nationalists as presented by Bandera and Stetsko feared that 
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the Soviet press and others sympathizing with it would use 
the incident “to suit their ends” as was with the annexa- 
tion of Galicia, to the General-Gouvernement, when the So- 
viet press acidly commentated that “the Germans used the 
Ukrainian nationalists to gain their own ends” and then 
dumped them onto the rubbish tip of history. 

Bandera and Stetsko being curbed by the Reichsmini- 
sterium jiir die besetzten Ostgebiete and fearing compli- 
cations proposed not to annul the “Akt" of June 30, not to 
dissolve their “government” but create an “Ukrainian Na- 
tional Council” in Lvov which, in fact, would have no poli- 
tical functions. The “Ukrainian National Council” would 
fulfill the instructions of the gouverneur of Galicia and 
would assist the Nazis to establish a “new order” in the 
western regions of Ukraine. “We hope,” wrote Bandera and 
Stetsko, “that such a solution on the one hand will satisfy 
Ukrainian nationalists, and on the other will not harm the 
prestige of Germany.” 1 

The Nazis accepted such a solution. The “council” was 
formed quietly without any acts, decrees or proclamations, 
without the fanfare and inaugural speeches. When passions 
had abated, the “council”, obedient as it was, was dissolved. 

The further collaboration of Ukrainian nationalists and 
the Nazis was dictated by the failure of the blitzkrieg and 
the growing anti-Nazi underground on occupied Ukrainian 
territory. OUN-Bandera was assigned the task of camouflag- 
ing its political image in the worsening situation. 

At first, Stetsko and Bandera were under house arrest 
in Berlin. The leadership in OUN was transferred to Lebed, 
Bandera’s second secretary. To instruct him “arrested” 
Stetsko met with Lebed in Cracow. 

OUN-Bandera was instructed to adapt itself to the poli- 
tical scene in the western regions of Ukraine it was assigned 

1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 3, 
File 39, Sheets 1—10. 
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and in general create an atmosphere of exhiliration with 
the streets decorated by Ukrainian national standards and 
plastered over with posters and “manifests.” It in no way 
committed the Germans, nor did it incur expenses. However, 
the Germans did reap the harvest: the Banderite propaganda 
deceived the population as to the actual slate of affairs.” 1 

In this instance, the Banderites acting as the Nazi ac- 
cesories tried to foster a pro-German sentiment among the 
population, spread lies about the German plans and inten- 
tions. The Nazis, naturally, appreciated the situation. They 
had made a stake on the outcome the news of an “indepen- 
dent Ukraine” would have on soldiers of Ukrainian nationa- 
lity in the Rod Army, and on Ukrainians of the eastern 
regions of the Ukrainian SSIL 

When it was evident that the stake was lost, that the 
Soviet Ukrainians, contrary to the Ukrainian nationalists’ 
expectations, joined other Soviet nationalities to defend the 
Fatherland, the Germans isolated several of the most obses- 
sed Banderite leaders and ordered the others to adhere to 
their principles and will. 

Why was Lebed made OUN leader? 

In 1935 the official Polish press as well as that of the 
Ukrainian nationalists’ gave wide coverage to the assassina- 
tion of Poland’s internal affairs minister Peracki. Detailed 
information was given also about one of the assassins, a 
professional terrorist Eugene Skyba. Only a handful ’ of 
people knew of the panic the arrest had caused in German 
military intelligence circles. The German military intelli- 
gence spy network in Poland was on the brink of failure. 
In a secret German document “On the arrests in Danzig 
(Gdansk author) and Stettin (Szszecin — author) on the 
demand of the Polish Police” it is stated that “On June 23, 
1934 an East Prussian steamboat sailing from Sopote to 
Swinemiinde (Swinoujscie — author) carried a passenger, 

1 R. Lisovy. Op. cit., pp. 197—198. 
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Some assert that he was interned in the Sachsenhausen con- 
centration camp but Isolated from other inmates. The Nazis 
did not arrest rank and filers of OUN but fostered their 
transition to an “illegal” position. Strong support was given 
by the Nazis to one of “Nachtigall” commanding officers 
and cavalier of the Nazi Iron Cross R. Shukhevich, who 
together with his legionaries took part in punitive raids on 
the population and on partizan detachments in Byelorussia. 
Other leaders of an “illegal” OUN — D. Chizhevsky, M. Kor- 
zhan, M. Matvienko and others, were official agents of the 
German security and Intelligence Service during the Ger- 
man occupation of Ukraine. Lebed “toured the western 
regions of Ukraine in a car that bore the security police and 
SD registration numbers and carried out tasks assigned to 
him by these bodies. 

The OUN-Bandera Provid feared any signs of sponta- 
neous emotional reaction” against the Germans from OUN 
members for it displeased the German authorities and af- 
fected OUN-Gcrman relations. That is why the OUN Provid 
demanded from its activists that anti-German sentiments be 
nipped in the bud. For this purpose numerous communica- 
tions, appeals and leaflets were distributed by the nationa- 
lists among the population. 

On August 4, 1941 Stetsko sent from Berlin a special 
bulletin appealing to OUNites to “pursue with determination 
their struggle and use every method possible against the 
Soviet Union, “to help the German Army conquer Moscow 
and vanquish Bolshevism.” 1 ATT1VT 

In a declaration dated August 7, it was stated that OUiN 
“will never accept the idea of an anti-German underground” 
and “will oppose any signs of spontaneous emotional reac- 
tion lacking any sense of reality and comprehension of the 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification I, File 6, 
Sheet 3. 
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present transient situation”, and endangering the nationa- 
list-Nazi co-operation. It. was stressed in the declaration that 
OUN would continue “to co-operate with all of Germany’s 
allies fighting the Soviet Union and would contribute lo 
“the creation of a new order” with the Ukrainian national- 
ists, naturally, playing their modest role. 1 

The nationalists regarded any assistance given to the 
Nazis in plundering Ukraine and deporting her people to 
slave labour in Germany as their contribution to the war 
against the USSR. 

“History and geopolitical reality,” wrote Stetsko in his 
biography, “determined the fate of Ukrainian nationalists 
and the Nazis... taking into consideration the fact that we 
win or lose together with Germany now fighting bloody 
battles... in the steppes of Ukraine for our common cause, 
we must, fully and unconditionally support her... since it 
is a question of common success or failure. Moreso... the 
great losses suffered by the German Army, we understand, 
must be remunerated. Ukrainian nationalism must, should 
and will remunerate.” 2 

Millions killed, maimed and deported to slave labour, 
burnt in the crematoriums of Ausschwitz (Oswiencim), 
Majdanek, Treblinka and Buchenwald, thousands of ruined 
towns, villages, factories and plants, collective- and state- 
farms: this was their remuneration. 

Much of it was the job of the Legion “Nachtigall”. In 
the autumn of 1941 discussions were held in the front di- 
vision of Abwehr that supervised operations by “Nachtigall” 
on a more effective use of nationalist landsknechts for anti- 
Soviet warfare. It was even proposed to send “Nachtigall” in 
full force or in detachments into Soviet territory for diver- 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 1, 
File 42, Sheet 2. 

2 Ibid., Specification 3, File 7, Sheet 6. 
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sive and terroristic activities. This proposal was strongly 
upheld by the Legion’s nationalistic commanding body. How- 
ever, the Nazis had other plans: they needed trained men 
to act as a punitive force in suppressing the resistance which 
with every day unfurled with an ever greater force. “Nach- 
tigall” was remodelled into the Schutzmanschaft-201 a 
battalion of military police, and sent as an expeditionary 
force to comb out partisans in Byelorussia. 

Soviet patriots, against whom this punitive unit was di- 
rected, were frequently able to strike back at the Nazi 
mercenaries. The battalion suffered heavy losses that se- 
riously affected its morale. “The railroads are mined and 
sharpshooters often harass us,” complained Chaplain V. Dur- 
bak. “September was full of such surprises. The partizan 
detachments have become a very dangerous regular army. 
On September 30 I gave funeral mass to twenty-six of our 
best and bravest boys. We did not expect matters to end 
this way... There seems no end in sight to it all. Wooden 
crosses is what one can see on our march which was intend- 
ed to take us to Kiev. Instead, we are in the bog-land of 
Byelorussia and have already lost hope of ever seeing our 
gold-cupolaed ( Kiev — author ) , more likely we shall lay 
our young heads on a foreign land, for an alien cause...” 1 

In the years when the Ukrainian people together with 
other Soviet peoples fought a deathly battle with fascism, 
where for one killed ten came to revenge, OUN appealed 
to the Ukrainian population to be “alert and organized”, 
and foremostly, to thwart attempts by Soviet patriots, and 
their anti-Nazi sympathizers, who, they said, on the one 
hand, wanted to exclusively use for this purpose Ukrainians 
(thus the impression is created that other nationalities of 
the Soviet Union did not participate in the anti-Nazi move- 
ment!), and on the other wanted the retaliating “superior 


1 The Central State Archives on the History of the Ukr.SSR 
in Lvov. Fund 201, Specification 4(b), File 2693, Sheets 40-41. 
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German forces to bleed white and weaken” the Ukrainian 
nationalist organization. “It is a fact,” states OUN, “that 
for every dead German, scores even hundreds of Ukrainians 
die.” 1 

The nationalists reiterated that their only enemy and 
only target remains Moscow and the world communist move- 
ment. 

The Communist Party and the Ukrainian government in 
their appeals to the population of the occupied regions expos- 
ed the vile deeds of these bourgeois-nationalist hirelings, 
revealed to the Soviet people all the abomination of their 
provocative activities. “Within the German Army,” reads 
the appeal of the government of the Ukrainian SSR to the 
population of the occupied regions, “are Petliurist Judas 
fed on crumbs from the rich man’s table in Berlin. They 
call themselves Ukrainian nationalists. Their leaders all 
those Skoropadskys, Melnyks and Banderas are simply Hit- 
ler’s agents... They have given an oath of allegiance to 
the dirty flag with the swastika. The interests of Ukraine, 
of her people are strange and distant to them. As their Nazi 
mentors they, too, resort to lies, act as informers and pro- 
vocateurs... They speculate on the nationalistic feelings of 
Ukrainians and this way hope to divert attention from the 
real need to fight the Germans.” 2 

Three OUN-Bandera task forces were sent to the tempo- 
rarily Nazi occupied territory of central and eastern Ukraine 
to launch a pro-German propaganda campaign among the 
population. They reached Kiev, Sumi, Dnepropetrovsk and 
Odessa. In these regions of Ukraine, regions the Ukrainian 
nationalists referred to as “jungles”, “Eastern Ukrainian 
barren wake”, populated by “dung” and “pleb society”, they 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, File 18, 
Sheet 83. 

2 Zvernenya do naselenya okupovanikh rayoniv Ukraini. Ukrvi- 
dav Tseka Rape (b)U, 1943, p. 11-12. 
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bogan the job of “cultivating” the Soviet people in the spirit 
of fascism a la Doncow. Big was their surprise when instead 
of “beggars and slaves” the nationalists found a people with 
a culture superior to theirs. 

In reports of Nazi kultwrtragers quoted in the book by 
a well-known OUN member Shankovsky, we find further 
proof of that fact: “One can come across an ordinary vil- 
lage girl ... during our talk we discover that the girl is well- 
versed in mathematics, physics, chemistry ... had finished 
a secondary school and worked as a tractor driver ... In 
other cases one could meet a former university, medical in- 
stitute or teachers’ college student among the village girls. 
Such cases are frequent.” Indignation was the reaction of 
Shankovsky to those facts he stigmatized as “corruption” as 
“the result of a twenty-year Soviet domination of the 
Ukraine.” Shankovsky continues: “People are well-informed. 
Peasants can discuss any topic from politics to every-day 
matters ... Our fellows foundered in discussions on profes- 
sional questions or knowledge of state structure ... I was 
showered with hundreds of questions ... I confess that ... it 
was not easy to find the answers ... Our people found them- 
selves often in deep water especially when listeners got at 
them with their questions . 1 

OUN members were really in a jam: they had to capi- 
tulate on ideological and political grounds. Honest people 
could not stand nationalistic trash. One Ukrainian nationalist 
priest Father Ohienko sent by the Germans to Kiev, com- 
plained in a letter to his friend: “I have been here for 
already a few months but I can find no spiritual peace. You 
cannot imagine how Bolshevism has changed everything ... 
People are malicious and take us for enemies; that way per- 


1 Shankovsky. IIoxidHi epynu OYH (March Groups of the OUN), 
Munich, 1958, p. 72. 
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haps, their forefathers once treated the Tatars ... Complete 
disrespect ... Everywhere we find pointed hostility. All 
Ukrainians arriving from the outside i.e., us, they call 
fascist spies, Hitler’s hirelings which 1 must admit is partly 
true... The Germans really do assign us the dirtiest jobs.” 1 2 

All sorts of declassed and criminal elements joined OUN. 
Shankovsky wrote of this: “...an Odessa bum... jauntly steps 
into the ranks of the Ukrainian underground and offers his 
unlimited knowledge of the locality and his ability and dar- 
ing in difficult situations.” So, Shankovsky candidly states 
that Odessa bums and criminals became first-rate Ukrainian 
nationalists. Some of the OUN songs sung later by OUNites 
originated from this strata. 

The jingoistic slogan “Ukraine for the Ukrainians” once 
concocted by an Ukrainian bourgeois nationalist ideologist 
Mikhnovsky drove the OUNites to declaring as unholy every- 
thing and everybody not in support of them. Tin's was done 
purposely since each crime was absolved by the OUN Provid 
“indulgence” known as “The Struggle and Activities of the 
OUN during the War”, which is a document of treason and 
political subterfuge. Other Ukrainian nationalists, especially 
the Petliurists, also closely collaborated with them. 

As soon as Germany declared war on the USSR, a num- 
ber of groups of Petliura-orientated nationalists were form- 
ed. They began subversive activities in the marshlands of 
north-west Lkraine. These groups were led by the German 
spy Taras Borovets. Their goal, as T. Borovets put it in his 
Order No. I. of June 28, 1941, was “to create small insur- 
rectionary groups for subversive activities in the Red Army 
rear.” They were to blow up railways, communication lines, 


1 Quoted from the magazine “Suchasne i maibutnje”, 1948, No. 4, 
p. 72. 

2 The Central State Archives on the History of the Ukr.SSR in 
Lvov. Fund 358, Specification 1, File 11, Sheet 6. 
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disrupt transport, collect precise information on Red Army 
defense installations and pass on such information to Boro- 
vets personally, who then would communicate it to the Ger- 
mans; prevent the mobilization to the Red Army, seize 
towns and villages left by the Red Army and form there 
a nationalist police, fly the yellow and blue banner and 
organize grand welcomes to the Nazis when they come. 

On July 17, 1941 the German Army High Command 
rewarded T. Borovets for his “services” by appointing him 
ataman of a reserve armed force of nationalists that were 
to liquidate groups of Red Army men encircled in Pollesia, 
from whence the reserve armed force name “Pollesia Sich” 
originated. For five months up to November 1941, “Pollesia 
Sich” led by T. Borovets began to wipe out Soviet resistance 
in the forests and marshlands of the Pollesia “pot”. Since 
the “Pollesia Sich” operatively fulfilled its task the Ger- 
mans sent it to the east to Chernigov to liquidate there 
some Red Army units that had lagged behind and were 
trapped in the boggy forests. 

Special Nazi units did not venture into these forests and 
had left the job here to the Ukrainian bourgeois national- 
ists. To exist, Borovets’ band marauded and plundered eve- 
rywhere and as this always carried with it an element of 
danger Borovets asked the Germans for provisions and 
weapons which was refused since it entailed the inclusion 
of “Pollesia Sich” to the Wehrmacht, an act counterwise 
the regulations and orders of the Nazi ruling clique, that 
in the first stage of the war with the Soviet Union was cer- 
tain of the success of the blitzkrieg , and had no intention 
of sharing the booty with her vassals, important or minor 
collaborationists. 

The Nazi Army command underestimated the growing re- 
sistance and disbanded the “Pollesia Sich”. Part of its body 
worked as an auxiliary police force, the rest returned home. 
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Prior to disbanding “Pollesia Sich”, the Germans plan- 
ned the mass murder of the Jewish population in Olevsk, 
Zhitomir Region, and used this armed band for the purpose. 
On November 19, 1941 the “Sich” shot 535 innocent men, 
women, children and the aged. SS Hauptsturmfuhrer Gitsch- 
ke, sent specially from Zhitomir as the Gestapo supervisor, 
commanded this operation. 

With this bloody crime ends the first stage of the “Pol- 
lesia Sich” activity led by its Petliurist, Ataman Borovets. 

Later on demand of the German Intelligence Service, Bo- 
rovets summed up the activity of “Pollesia Sich” in his 
report “The History of the Ukrainian Insurrectionary Army 
(UPA)” which he wrote in 1944. “The Pollesia Sich,” he 
states, “carried out many punitive operations against Soviet 
resistance in the forests and marshland of Pollesia. On or- 
ders of the German occupational administration, in regions 
directly “operated” by us the police was organized, starostas 
and burgomasters were elected. The German military super- 
vision (113 Division and others) soon recognized these 
administrative measures. 

The temporary disbanding of the “Pollesia Sich” was the 
result of Nazi miscalculations. They underestimated the 
Soviet resistance. Several months later, the Nazis once more 
ask for Ataman Borovets’ help and he, with renewed energy, 
rushes headlong into the evil plans of his Nazi bosses. 

Beginning from the summer of 1942 the Soviet General 
Staff and the headquarters of the partizan movement set 
up an anti-Nazi underground in Pollesia. 

Borovets wrote about it to the Germans: “Since the sum- 
mer of 1942, the Bolsheviks are troubling the Ukraine. They 
have formed new large groups for subversive activities. The 
centre of this Soviet banditism can be traced to the forest 
belt bordering the Ukraine and Byelorussia. An increasing 
number of paratroopers were dropped into this area, mainly 
commanding or political officers ( politruks ), who were to 
head these bands. These people have organized large insur- 
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rcclionary units and reconnaissance groups all over the 

Ukraine”. , , , , . „ 

These events forced Borovets’ armed band to stalk upon 
the partizan and Bed Army subversive task and reconnais- 
sance groups that had mushroomed up in the Nazi-hel( 
Pollesia and Volyn. Borovets floods the Beichskommissar oi 
Ukraine, E. Kocli with proposals “to better German policy 
towards the Ukraine and expresses apprehension that the 
Germans’ ugly behaviour, their cruelty towards the popu- 
lation can only bring disaster for both the Nazis and their 
allies, the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists. Borovets tire- 
lessly produces new master-plans to counter the Soviet pat- 
riotic movement in Western Ukraine. Of special interest 
is T. Borovets’ “top secret” plan submitted by him on 
March 15, 1943. The plan, evidently, awaited Nazi approval. 
Following is the full unabridged version of it: 1 

The plan is called “Action Plan against Bolshevik par- 
tizan movement concentrated in Pollesia in the square BLest- 
Minsk-Gomel-Zhitomir”. 

“On information received by our reconnaissance the main 
Bolshevik paratrooper-partizan group is concentrated in the 
forest and marshlands of Pollesia in the Brest-Minsk-Go- 
mel-Zhitomir locality. Data received on 15/03/1943 gives 
from 10-13,000 men in paratrooper-partizan detachments 
plus about 7,000 men mobilized from the local population 
and all sorts of other minor bands. 2 

“The paratroopers are heavily armed with submachine 
guns and are regularly supplied by air-lifts from Moscow. 


1 A photocopy of this document can be found in “Ukrainska RSR 
u Velikij Vitchiznjanij vijni Radjanskoho Sojuzu 1941— 194o rr . 

Kiev, 1968, Vol. 2, pp. 160-161. , „ 

2 One can draw a parallel in the terminology used by the 
Nazis and the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists. In July, 19*2 bb 
Reichsfuhrer Himmler ordered the word ‘partizan’ and its deriva- 
tives withdrawn from official documents and replaced by the word 
“bandits’** 
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They also have radio contact. Locally recruited bands are 
poorer armed but they are constantly helped in commanders 
and by equipment sent to them by planes. 

“The bands have the task of reconnoitering outside the 
forest belt which they do either in small groups or individu- 
ally in deep conspiracy. Their subversive activities are 
mainly aimed at creating chaos and anarchy on German- 
held territory, and involving the biggest possible number of 
local elements. 

“In order to liquidate such groups we need for every 
Bolshevik guerrilla 2 — 3 of our guerrillas armed correspond- 
ingly. 

“We should be most persistent in liquidating these 
groups. Freed territory must be patrolled by strong units 
to avert further enemy landings. 

“Operational directives: 

1) The operation must be carried out by Ukrainian guer- 
rillas under my direct command and by tacit consent of 
the Germans. Our Ukrainian guerrillas must number 
40,000 men. 

2 ) Officially the German authorities regard both group- 
ings as enemies but in fact support and secretly supply 
us with arms and equipment. 

3) The action is to be in Pinsk district. At a predeter- 
mined railway station our Ukrainian guerrillas attack 
the intended army supply train and start action. 

4) In complete accord with the German authorities our 
Ukrainian guerrillas take over some towns and organize 
there their hospitals, depots, etc. 

5) In event of the front rolling up to Odessa-Kiev-Vi- 
tebsk-Riga line of defence our Ukrainian guerrillas must 
control Pollesia right up to the front-line. 

6) In event of a further westward advance of the Red 
Army, Ukrainian guerrillas are to be left behind to carry 
out subversive activities in the Bolshevik rear to aid the 
German Army”. 
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The above-mentioned facts are eloquent enough to un- 
mask the nationalist falsifiers, who distorting the history 
of World War II try to represent themselves in the eyes of 
the world as active participants of the anti-Nazi move- 

Much of the undermining activity was assigned by the 
Nazis to OUN-Melnyk — the third camp of Ukrainian na- 
tionalists. OUN-Melnyk for certain reasons could not carry 
out provocative actions from a so-called “illegal” position. 
After the OUN split in 1940 Melnyk lost to Bandera many 
members, especially youth. Melnyk drew supporters mainly 
from the nationalist intelligentsia and professional people 
which the Germans used in their auxiliary occupational 
administration, commerce, the police and propaganda ap- 
paratus. In his “Pro memoria” sent to Reichsminister Rosen- 
berg Melnyk outlined tasks for nationalists on occupied 
Ukrainian territory. “It is generally held by Ukrainian na- 
tionalists, Melnyk wrote, “that the Germans and nationalists 
have common interests in Eastern Europe ... The present 
situation demands the most active participation of Ukrain- 
ian nationalists in establishing a new order in the Ukraine”. 
Melnyk envisaged the collaboration with the Nazis the fol- 
lowing way: 

“Since the Soviets continue to hold sway over Ukrainians 
the prerogative is to eliminate them and to reorientate the 
people towards Nazi Germany through an intensive propa- 
ganda of Nazism. The success of such propaganda work will 
depend not only on propaganda methods, but on the propa- 
gandists themselves. Therefore, the expedient is to emplo\ 
Ukrainian nationalists as propagandists since they know 
how to reach the minds of this nation. A nationalist doctrine 
demands a “spiritual rapprochement” of Ukraine and Ger- 
many. Only, the Ukrainian nationalists brought up in the 
spirit of national-socialism can carry out this task. 

“Stress must be laid on youth. Ukrainian nationalists 
must “cure” Ukrainian youth of their “spiritual barreness”. 
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We must give them an ideology which is in complete 
contrast to communism, to proletarian internationalism. 

“Soviet-educated people continue to work in schools and 
in the fields of science and culture. It is in the interests of 
the “new fascist order’’ in the Ukraine, that these poten- 
tially disloyal elements be eliminated. Only Ukrainian na- 
tionalists can cope with this task. 

“Among the Soviet people in the German-occupied ter- 
ritory, are those assigned to organize underground activities. 
To trace out and exterminate them was a task Melnyk con- 
sidered of paramount importance. “To carry it out within a 
short period of time it is necessary to have a good know- 
ledge of the locality and a security service to cover the popu- 
lation. The nationalists are eager to participate in such a 
security service”. 

Melnyk’s propositions were approved by the Nazis and 
in August 1941 he circulated a “communication-appeal” 
urging Ukrainians to a closer collaboration with the Ger- 
mans. “People who oppose actions of those fighting against 
the Soviet Union are irresponsible,” he wrote. “On the con- 
trary, they must sacrifice all for the Germans triumph”. 1 
In the Nazi-occupied Ukraine, the Melnykites joined the 
police, were appointed burgomasters, village elders ( staro - 
stas), officers on the labour exchange, pressmen, tax collec- 
tors, etc. Their contribution towards establishing a “new 
order” was described in a secret report “Social Work of 
Ukrainian Nationalists in the Dnieper River Area” written 
by Melnyk and sent to Rosenberg in 1942. 

By permission of the German military authorities”, the 
secret report reads, “the Ukraine was divided into regions, 
districts and municipalities. Village councils were formed 
and staroslas were elected. The joint German-Ukrainian 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, File 18 
Sheet 70. ’ 
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administration was responsible for the requisition of food- 
stuffs from the peasants, the transportation to the Third 
Reich of riches from Ukraine, the introduction of forced 
labour at factories and farms”. 

The nationalists considered their greatest achievement 
the re-establishment of the system of exploitation and pri- 
vate property. “The foundation has been laid”, they reported, 
“for private enterprise, trade in the form of joint or indivi- 
dual management of shops and enterprises. Privately-owned 
banks and credit companies have also been set up”. 

The police were organized to see to the protection of the 
Nazi-established “new order” on Ukraine. Terror, torture, 
bloody reprisals and a close surveillance over the social and 
private life of Soviet citizens living under Nazi rule were 
the order of the day. 

The Nazis issued almost 150 daily and weekly newspa- 
pers and magazines in the occupied regional and district 
centres of Ukraine. The editorial staffs consisted exclusively 
of Ukrainian nationalists, mainly OUN-Melnyk supporters, 
Petliurists and Hetmanites, and carried out Nazi and natio- 
nalist propaganda. The nationalists verbally and by action 
demonstrated their loyalty to the Nazi occupation, concentrat- 
ed all their energy to mould the outlook of the population 
of Western Ukraine and convert it ideologically. 

There were many claimants in the Melnykite task forces 
for posts in the auxiliary occupational administration. These 
task forces followed in the wake of the German Army and 
helped to establish occupational administration in towns 
and villages. Melnyk sent two of his envoys Senik-Hrybivsky 
and Sziborski to form in Kiev a “Ukrainian National Coun- 
cil”. The very possibility of such a “council” threw the 
Banderites into panic. They sent their terrorist S. Kosiy to 
stop those two ever reaching Kiev. Kosiy shot both of them 
in Zhitomir. 

The murders revived discords within the nationalist 
ranks. Knifings and shootings were common. The Banderites 
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killed about 4,000 Melnykites, asserts B. Mikhailiuk in 
his book “EyHT EaHaepu” (Bandera Mutiny). The Melny- 
kites, as asserted by the Banderites, also eliminated several 
thousand of OUN-Bandera members. 

The Banderites and Melnykites in their rat-race for per- 
sonal careers, in their obsession for glory and in their 
avarice sold Ukraine, betrayed her people and even annihi- 
lated their confederates. 

Over 200 Melnykites arrived in Kiev during the first 
few weeks of occupation. Soon, their numbers increased 
considerably. Early October 1941 one could frequently see 
the “Bukovinia Kurin”, led by P. Voynovski marching 
through the streets of Kiev singing their songs. This unit 
was sent to Kiev as a reserve force to help Melnyk form his 
“Ukrainian National Council” for which Melnyk had the 
consent of the Germans. The kurin was entrusted with spe- 
cial police punitive functions and carried out raids against 
patriots acting in the capital. 

The “council” was made up of the Melnykites F. Velich- 
kivsky, M. Kapustiansky, J. Boidunik, O. Kandyba, I. Dubi- 
nets, O. Oles and others. “This institution* 4 , wrote the Mel- 
nykites to Rosenberg, “will collaborate with the German 
authorities in creating a new order in Ukraine and will en- 
deavour in conjunction with the Germans, to build a new 
society”. Pankivsky testifies that the “council” was control- 
led bv Abwehr’s officers from the Sixth German Army, 
G. Koch and R. Fell. 1 

The “council” worked out its statute in which Ukrain- 
ians were called upon to aid the German Army establish a 
“new order”. A “memorandum” was sent to the Reichskom- 
missar of Ukraine E. Koch in which the “council” executive, 
“aware of this important moment in history”, wrote that 
nationalists would be willing to help fascism “through their 
offices in establishing a new society and liquidating Bol- 

1 K. Pankivsky. Poku uLueiibKoi oKynai^il (The Years of German 
Occupation), p. 147. 
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shevism on German-occupied territory”. They also asked 
Koch to permit the formation in the Ukraine of the natio- 
nalist cultural-education association “Prosvita”. Through 
“Prosvita” they hoped to “de-bolshevize” the population. 
They also proposed the formation of a youth organization 
which would “de-komsomolizo” and ‘re-educate” youth. 
They informed Koch, too, of the “poor state of industry” 
in the Ukraine, and that “agriculture has been disrupted, 
crops left lying in fields, and sowing in some areas has been 
abandoned”. They feared that such a situation could only 
“give grounds for communist propaganda and in the future 
could give negative repercussions”. An analogous memoran- 
dum was sent to Rosenberg by the Melnykites on Janua- 
ry 14, 1942. On January 28, 1942 a letter bearing the same 
contents was sent to Hitler. 1 

Melnyk's “council” in Kiev existed but two months. On 
November 28, 1941 E. Koch authorized Reingard to summon 
the council’s chairman F. Velichkivsky and read him a letter 
expressing “his satisfaction with the close co-operation of the 
Ukrainian nationalists and Germans” and ordering the dis- 
solution of the “council”, since it, just as the Bandera inspir- 
ed Stetsko “government” in Lvov, was useless to the Nazis. 

The Ukrainian nationalists were zealous followers of 
the fascist methods of contempt, cruelty, exploitation, tor- 
ture and murder. “We see the German soldier as one, who 
led by Adolf Hitler chased the Bolsheviks out of Ukraine,” 
wrote Melnyk in his “Word” ( Caoso ) in January 1942, 
widely distributed in Western Ukraine as a leaflet. “It is 
our duty to help consciously and in an organized fashion 
their crusade on Moscow ... We are on the threshold of 
a new order in Europe, a Europe, restored and united with 
the aid of national-socialist Germany, Ukraine will be an 
equal among equals. She faces duties dictated by her geopo- 

1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, File 106, 
Sheets 3—6. 
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litical position and her age-old traditions”. 1 The nationalists 
verbally and by action, consciously and in an organized 
fashion helped the Nazis in their “crusade”, in their estab- 
lishing a “new fascist order”. 

Melnykite Sliipo, the burgomaster of Piriatyn, Poltava 
Region, was responsible for the execution of over 2,700 So- 
viet citizens and for the deportation of Ukrainian youth to 
slave labour in Germany. 

Another Melnykite Zhuk, the town commandant in Vasil- 
kiv, Kiev Region was responsible for the execution of over 
3,360 people and the forced deportation of about 2,000. He 
requisitioned for the German Army 5,420 heads of cattle, 
8,170 pigs, 2,130 horses, and a large number of sheep, goats 
and poultry. 

Abetted by Butsko, the district commandant in Rzhi- 
chshov, Kiev Region, the Nazis and the nationalist police 
hanged 1,247 Soviet patriots and deported 6,200 people to 
slave labour. 

The chief of police of Brusilov district, Zhitomir Region, 
nationalist Kurilets took part in the execution of 46 Jewish 
families and more than 100 partizans. 

On orders of a certain Plutch, a nationalist and then 
It director of the Institute on Tuberculosis in Kiev (later he 

fled to the West to head the Ukrainian Immigration Centre 
in Germany) scores of T. B. patients were sent to be shot 
in Babiy Yar. Plutch personally murdered a sick doctor 
Vasilenko and an eminent professor Kucherenko by inject- 
ing benzine into their veins. 

The Ukrainian nationalist police and a mixed German 
and Ukrainian special police force took part in punitive 
expeditions against Soviet and Polish partizans, in the sup- 
pression of the Warsaw Uprising, in the mass murder of 
people in concentration camps and in ghettos. They also 


1 The Central State Archives on October Revolution and Socialist 

Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, File 18, Sheet 23. 
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guarded military installations and patrolled German commu- 
nication lines. The nationalist police were also employed 
by the Nazis in levying the so-called “contingents” (taxes) 
and forcing Poles from certain areas to migrate to the Gene- 
ral-Gouvernement. 1 

Crimes committed by I In* nationalists stigmatize them 
as the deadly enemy of the Ukrainian people. 

“We will go on fighting together with the German sol- 
dier if not on the front-line then on the many fronts in the 
rear”, wrote Samchuk, a convinced and arch Nazi collabo- 
rator. “In our total engagement we have sacrificed hundreds 
of people. We are managing the economy. We, after all, are 
politically obliged, politically included into the system creat- 
ed by the Germans from which there is no point of return. 
We have burnt our bridges and we must not think of any 
change. We must keep in step with the German people 
(i.e., the Nazis — author ) ... with Hitler’s army, with his 
system, his ideology that has blessed us with inner vision. 
We must be firm and resolute”. 2 

Throughout the war, Melnyk lived in Berlin, where he 
concentrated his efforts on obtaining approval from the 
Nazis to raise within the German Army an “Ukrainian 
military formation”. He had applied with this to the German 
Army High Command as early as 1941. But the Wehrmacht 
deferred it. Melnyk, however, did not resign himself and 
methodically recurred his plan to other Nazis but was left 
without reply. 

After Stalingrad, the Red Army advanced westwards 
and in the Nazi-occupied countries the anti-Nazi under- 
ground became more widespread and active. Such a situa- 
tion forced Hitler to call upon the help of his vassals in the 
“total war against the communist threat”. Melnyk’s propo- 

1 Cz. Madajczyk. Polityka III Rzeszy w okupowanej Polsce. War- 
szawa, 1970, t. I, s. 471. 

2 Quoted from the book JIoct flpocAaea TaAaHa (The Post of 
Yaroslaw Halan). Lvov, 1967, p. 48. 
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sals to form an SS division of Ukrainian nationalists was 
accepted. On April 28, 1943, the gouverneur of Galicia 

0. Bechter issued a decree on the formation of such a di- 
vision, which was to be in the hands of the Ukrainian 
Central Committee. This "Committee” was set up in Cracow 
in May, 1940. Abwehr financed its operation since the 
“Committee” was included into Abwehr's intelligence orga- 
nization and was its source of information on the political 
situation in German-occupied Poland. The Nazis appointed 
V- Kubiovich as head of the “Ukrainian Central Commit- 
tee”. Key posts were given to Melnykites J. Boidunik, 

1. Tessel, A. Milianich and others. This information was' 
given by Col. Bizantz, a German intelligence officer and the 
man actually behind the “Ukrainian Central Committee”, 
who was taken prisoner by the Red Army in 1945. Accord- 
ing to Bizantz the intelligence data was communicated to 
him by the Abwehr agent Kubiovich and his deputy Pankiv- 
sky. The 40 district and regional committees of this orga- 
nization were headed by people, also employed by the Ge- 
stapo and Abwehr who informed the latters on the political 
sentiments of their localities. 

On April 28, 1943 Bechter approved the formation of a 
military council recruiting men into the SS Division “Gali- 
cia”. Bizantz beaded this council. A noisy recruiting cam- 
paign that received the blessings of Metropolitan Andrei 
Sheptitsky and involved all the Uniate clergy in Western 
Ukraine was launched. Mitrate V. Labo, a Doctor of Theo- 
logy at the Lvov Seminary, headed a group of specially se- 
lected priests, who were to act as the division’s chaplains. 
Later Mitrate Labo was appointed the Vicar-general for 
Military Affairs. The Uniate Theological College as well as 
the seminary and village churches were converted into 
recruiting centres for the SS Division “Galicia”. 

To speed up the recruiting campaign, Bechter sent his 
army officers and men to towns and villages. The frantic 
campaign gave poor results — kulak sons, Uniate clergy and 
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Ukrainian nationalist activists. The authorities ordered 
forced enlistment. 

Many Western Ukrainian youth to evade conscription 
fled to the forests. Reprisals were taken against families of 
“deserters”. The nationalist police was enlisted and soon 
declassed elements were included: criminals, people with no 
profession and adventurists. 

After a two and a half month back-breaking effort the 
Nazis and nationalists managed to scratch up enough men 
to deploy a division. 

On July 18, the first batch of recruits left to receive 
training in Germany. To this occasion the nationalists held 
rallies in Lvov, Drohobich, Stryj, Zlocliof and other towns 
and villages. The nationalists appealed to the “volunteers” 
to “carry out their duty with honour, with belief and 
through their deeds serve the cause of a new Europe”. The 
“volunteers” were also asked “not to spare their lives for 
the Fuhrer and Chancellor of Germany who had summoned 
their help”. 1 

Training centres for SS Division “Galicia” were establi- 
shed in Neuhammer, Niirnberg, Miinchen, Metzi, Treskau, 
Gardelegen and Kinnschlag. The biggest training centre was 
in Neuhammer, a town that also sheltered Abwehr’s spy 
school. The legion “Nachtigall” was formed in Neuhammer 
as well as the “Brandenburg 800” Battalion and Regiment 
(later reorganized into a division). The latter unit was 
mostly composed of folksdeutsche trained to carry out spe- 
cial subversive activities. 

Soon, despondent letters from “volunteers of the SS 
Division “Galicia” reached their homes. The “recruits” beg- 
ged their parents to save them from certain death. The con- 
tents of those letters quickly spread among the population 
and served as a premonition to those endangered with pos- 
sible enrolment. 


1 “Lvivski visti”, July 25-26, 1943. 
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The Uniate metropolitan A. Sheptitsky also received 
many tearful letters and petitions. The landsknechts scared 
stiff and pining to desert from the Division and escape 
certain death invented the most improbable reasons for 
discharge. “I haven t been to Mass for the third week run- 
ning (our group was out on training exercise). I haven’t 
made my confessions. I am in such need of the Holy Con- 
fession and the Holy Sacrement as never before,” wrote 
M. Demehishyn *, a former novice at the St. Basil Order 
who had volunteered for service in the SS Division “Gali- 
cia”. The pleas and lamentations of these Nazi mercenaries 
were ignored by the polished aristocrat, count and former 
uhlan officer, Sheptitsky. The news got even worse when 
mothers and fiancees were allowed to visit their men in 
Germany. Their accounts on returning revealed that the 
Nazis maltreated the “volunteers”: fed them badly, whipped 
them for the slightest fault, threw them into the lock-up 
and shot those trying to desert. 

As the number of complaints on the rigid regulations 
in SS Division “Galicia” grew, visits were restricted. Typhus 
swept through the division. Fearing infection an increasing 
number of men began to desert. To avert an inevitable 
break-up of the division the Nazis divided it into regiments 
which were then sent to different parts of German-occupied 
Lurope. The division newspaper “Towards Victory” (flo 
nepeMoau) printed a warning to would-be deserters . 2 to save 
the day, the Nazi-controlled Ukrainian nationalist press 
began to print invented “letters from volunteers”, as well as 
articles and reports of “eye-w’itnesses” about their “won- 
derful life” as a “recruit” in Germany, of how “well” they 
were fed. Simultaneously the “Ukrainian Central Commit- 
tee in order to somewhat “satisfy” the needs of the “re- 


• r' The C^tral State Archives on the History of the UkrSSR 
in Lvov. Fund 418, Specification I, File 264, Sheet 4 
* K. Pankivsky. Op. cit., pp. 245-247 
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emits”, initiated a collection campaign for a so-called “di- 
vision fund”, which included items like food, clothing, 
money, through “charity” concerts, fetes, etc. 

By the end of July, 1944 SS Division “Galicia” was sent 
east to Brody, Lvov Region. A few days later the division 
was encircled near the villages of Belzets, Skvariava, Po- 
chapy, Kniazhe. 1 About 10,500 Nazi mercenaries found their 
ignominous end here fighting for Hitler’s diabolical plans. 
The commanding body of this division, some 500 surviving 
SS officers, fled to the village of Spas in the northern part 
of the Carpathian Mountains. General Freitag the comman- 
der-in-chief of the defeated division complained to Bechter 
the ex-gouverneur of Galicia, who had arrived on the scene, 
that the reason for the defeat lay in the cowardly behaviour 
of the Ukrainian landsknechts. He also stressed that after 
the rout, he had lost all respect for his superiors and that his 
career was finished. 2 

In November 1944 the Nazis to reman the division en- 
listed the nationalist police, burgomasters, starostas and the 
like fleeing from all over Ukraine. As the word “Galicia” 
no longer reflected the essence, Reichsfuhrer SS Himmler 
on November 17, 1944 renamed the SS Division “Galicia” 
into the 14th Infantry SS Division (1st Ukrainian). 

The Ukrainian nationalist press in the West till now 
continues to publicize the 14th Infantry SS Division as 
“the 1st Division of the Ukrainian Army”. M. Kapustiansky, 
a nationalist bigwig, reveals the true picture of this “1st 
Division”: “The officers were all Germans. Command of 
infantry regiments, artillery corps and of practically all the 
units was completely in German hands. German sergeants 
commanded also the battery and other mechanized units and 


' Icropia yupaiHCbtcoeo eiucbKa (The History of the Ukrainian 
Army), Winnipeg, 1953, p. 608. 

2 Brody. Munich, 1951, p. 84. 
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corps. The Germans even were in charge of the mess and 
stores and the division’s accounts.” 1 

The division was under the command of a former highly- 
posted Gestapo official Brigadenfuhrer SS Freitag, who had 
taken a crash course for army commanders. All men wore 
the SS uniforms. Commands were given only in German. 
Division personnel gave an oath of allegience to Hitler 
“throughout life” to carry out all tasks given to them by 
the German Army High Command. 

Later this 14th Division took part in suppressing the 
Slovak Uprising. In January 1945 the division was sent to 
^ ugoslavia to liquidate the partizan movement there. 

Jugoslav partizans ambushed the division and nearly 
wiped it out. Its remaining troops fled to Austria. Its com 
mander-in-chief Freitag shot himself. 

Himmler appointed ‘‘General” P. Shandruk commander- 
in-chief of what remained from the 14th Infantry SS Divi- 
sion and ordered him to surrender to the British. 

Himmler’s order was obeyed. The British interned the 
nationalists from this division in Italy. Later they were 
transported to England where many of them settled down 
and continue to this day to contact each other. “General” 
Shandruk left for Washington where he worked for a cer- 
tain period of time as a Pentagon adviser. 

Returning to the days when SS Division “Galicia” was 
just being formed in 1943 the gouverneur of Galicia Bechter 
received an ‘‘open letter” 2 from Bandera headquarters. 

The Ukrainian nationalists wrote that in the “venerable 
person of Bechter they had the “wonderful opportunity” to 
know a man who fitted in with their “idea of a German 
nationalist . In this Nazi criminal the nationalists saw a 


1 Icropia ynpaiHCbKozo eiucbna (The History of the Ukrainian 
Army), p. 608. 

2 An abridged version of this letter and its “criticism” can he 

found in a special issue of the Melnyk-owned magazine “Surma” 
November, 1943. * 
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man loyal and devoted to the ideals of German nationalism. 
At the same time they acknowledged his merits as an admi- 
nistrator, who acted, they said, with justice and equanamity. 
(Actually, Bechter was involved in the assassination of 
Austria’s premier Dolfus. He “guarded” the bleeding Dolfus 
and obstructed doctors in order to hasten his death). “To 
solve the Eastern problem Great Germany”, said the Bande- 
rites, “can choose from among three alternatives. Firstly, 
the eastern territories could be placed under German admi- 
nistration and regarded as a colony for German settlers. 
Secondly, a new Russian state could be formed that would 
be Germany’s ally and would co-operate within a new Euro- 
pean framework. Thirdly, western regions of Russia could be 
annexed in the future to the Great German Empire. Only 
the third alternative could give effective results.” 

The Banderites also expressed their regret that the Na- 
zis had waived aside the idea of creating an “Ukrainian 
state” under German mandate which could have made pos- 
sible an overt employment of Ukrainian nationalists in the 
war against the USSR. The Ukrainian nationalists believed 
this to be one of the main reasons for Germany’s defeat. 
They go on to assert that Banderites prepared the German- 
Polish campaign and the German-Soviet war while defying 
death in order to create conditions favourable for German 
intrusion into the western regions of Ukraine with little loss 
to their man-power and armour. Moreover, circumstances 
were so favourable that more could have been saved. Had 
the Nazi policy been more flexible the “new order” in 
Ukraine would have long been established and Ukraine 
would have long been converted into a German adjunct. 

The lack of flexibility in the German policy, complained 
the nationalists, was evident “from the very beginning of 
the war... when without reason, the Nazis humiliated 
Ukrainians... maltreated them and so only knocked out any 
of their friendly sentiment towards Germans. Ukrainians 
were beaten everywhere: while selecting horses, in train 
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trips and at railway stations, in the streets, during requisi- 
tions... Ukrainians began to question the culture of the 
Germans... Later, Ukrainian returnees from P.O.YV. camps 
added their impressions. Their accounts were too horrifying 
to believe... They were beaten, fed with rotting beetroots — 
the cause of their dying in thousands from dysentery and 
contaminating neighbouring villages with it. Many escaped 
to the Bolsheviks and told of the German P.O.W. treatment... 
The Bolsheviks used these accounts for their propaganda 
purposes.” 

“Therefore," the nationalists stated, “such a policy only 
hardened relations between the Ukrainians and Germans.” 

1 he Banderites were shocked by the Nazis, who, while 
exterminating thousands of Soviet citizens made short work 
of some Ukrainian nationalists loyal to the Nazis. “The Ger- 
mans shot... an Abwehr agent Father Vitvitsky, a German 
paratrooper Soroka, a German spy Lapunka and many 
others, they complained to Bechter. “Herr gouverneur,” 
wailed the Banderites in their “open letter”, “ do not foul 
the well, you may need its waters, nor let us burn our brid- 
ges for a possible escape, then we are together with 
you.” 

In stressing their unbound loyalty to the Nazis the 
U Tainian nationalists said that they contributed and would 
contribute their share to the struggle against communism 
and to creating a “new order”. In their “open letter” the 
Banderites once more dotted their Vs when disclosing their 
role m deporting youth to slave labour in Germany “About 
ten per-cent of the Ukrainian population is working in the 
Heich. “It is our contribution to the struggle for Europe’s 
future, stressed the nationalists, “in collecting heavy “con- 
tingents’ 1 (taxes) from peasants.” (“We ordered the “con- 
tingents to be dispatched without delay”, the nationalists 
reported to Bechter, “as it is also a part of our contribution 
to Europe s future. Those speaking of a negative Banderite 
attitude to ‘contingents” are plainly lying.”) 
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In their “open letter” the Banderites solemnly declared 
that their “study” of Nazi literature was not a futile effort 
and that they “have a long experience of anti-Bolshevik 
warfare”, which “cannot be underestimated” and which in 
the future “shall certainly justify itself.” “There is still 
time,” they told Bechter, “for you to weigh the great impor- 
tance of actively employing Ukrainian nationalists in anti- 
communist warfare.” 

This is the candid way OUN-Bandera Provid wrote to 
one of the leading Nazis of the Third Reich. Their tone and 
the implications of their words when addressing common 
people differed. The Banderites became hypocritical, obscure 
and evasive. They publicly denounced the Nazi occupation, 
but when an urgent need arose to act they refused pointing 
at the uneven balance of defeats and triumphs.' “Even 
when forced to flee to the forests, preached the nationalists, 
one should not fight for an alien cause against the Nazis 
for such a stand can only play into the hands of the Soviets 
and the allied forces.” 

While the partizan movement deployed its front against 
the Nazis, and all honest people rallied around them, the 
Banderite clique regularly published appeals, letters and 
leaflets to the Ukrainian people calling upon them to refrain 
from supporting the partizans and resisting the Nazis. In 
one of their appeals, printed in December 1942, an explana- 
tion was given as to why the Ukrainian nationalists were 
against an anti-Nazi geurrilla movement. “At the present 
moment,” they explained, “a partizan movement in the 
Ukraine can only help the Soviets to bring back socia- 
lism...” 

Talk about “prematurity” and “inopportunity” of an 
armed uprising continued up to the summer of 1943 when 
the Nazis finally allowed the Banderites to change their 
tactic of “illegal” underground activity to open action. The 
change-over was done mainly to suppress the rising anti- 
German underground movement. 
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The defeats on the front, the heavy losses in men and 
equipment forced the Nazis to intensify their methods of 
subversive warfare. At a secret conference held in Stras- 
bourg, they drew up special plans for a “scorched earth” poli- 
cy which meant bombing, sabotage, razing and ruining. For 
this purpose they planned to use for diversionary purposes 
quasipartizan commando units made up of Banderites. Such 
commando units were to stem the mass partizan movement 
and reinforce the German punitive expeditionary forces 
without withdrawing regular army units from the front. In 
event of a Red Army take-over of Western Ukraine, the 
Nazis planned to use these commando units for subversive 
activity in the Soviet rear. 

The first of such bands of Banderites known as UPA 
(Ukrainian Insurrectionary Army) appeared late spring 1943 
in the northern marshy reach around Volyn and Rovno. 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists abroad claim that UPA 
was a “regular army”. However, UPA was just a band of 
armed Ukrainian nationalists set up to carry out subversive 
anti-Soviet activities, sabotage and terrorism. It plundered, 
and murdered innocent lives. UPA consisted of nationalistic 
middle-class elements, the clergy and men of no profes- 
sions, that had sold themselves to the Nazis. UPA men were 
enlisted through blackmail, fear of repression of relations 
and family, through sheer deceit and demagogy. Such stayed 
within UPA while the Nazis dominioned over Western 
Ukraine and deserted as soon as liberation came. 

At present nationalists abroad try to argue that UPA 
was formed as a means of armed struggle against the Nazis. 
If this be so then it is inconsistent with the fact that the 
first nationalist armed groups appeared only in spring 1943, 
almost two years after the Nazis occupied the western re- 
gions of Ukraine. Why were these groups located in the 
forest and marshlands of Pollesia and Volyn and not in 
regions under absolute Nazi control (Lvov, Tarnopol, Sta- 
nislau (now Ivano-Frankovsk), Chernovtsy, Carpatho- 
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Ukraine)? Why did they begin operations in Pollesia and 
Volyn, then in Tarnopol and Stanislau regions, where Soviet 
partizans concentrated? These were the regions from where 
S. Kovpak led his partizan formation in the famous “Car- 
pathian Thrust.” 

The Ukrainian nationalists fail to give a more or less 
justified answer to these questions. The clumsy explanations 
of nationalist historians always come to one and the same 
conclusion: that the Banderites in the early stage of the 
war were in want of trained men, arms, ammunition, equip- 
ment, medicine, etc. They also claim that the Banderites 
were in need of time (two years was not sufficient — 
author ) to study the Nazi moves and tactics. Time was also 
needed they say to prepare their men “politically” and “psy- 
chologically” for armed struggle. Their final explanation is 
the absence of an ally that would support them or generally 
give them some sort of outside help. 1 

These explanations are desperately short of truth. OUN 
as UVO, its predecessor, was a military organization that 
carried out subversive activity, espionage and terrorism. All 
its members were trained for armed assault and banditism. 
Top priority was given to training men in subversive acti- 
vity, espionage and military know-how. 

Nazi Germany planned to war on the Soviet Union and 
used OUN to form the legions “Nachtigall 1 and “Roland”. 
Men enlisted in these legions were well-trained in the art 
of military espionage and subversion. Moreover, every 
Ukrainian nationalist that had come with the German Army 
or had infiltrated into an anti-German underground knew 
how to use weapons, knew the tactic of individual and group 
action better than many of the Soviet partizans. 


i M Lebed. YI1A (UPA), Munchen, 1946; P. Mirchuk. ytspaiH- 
cbKa noecTdHCbKa apMi* (The Ukrainian Insurrectionary Army), 
Munchen, 1952. 
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Complaints that OUN had no arms, ammunition, equip- 
ment, medicine are nonsense since l he Ukrainian natio- 
nalists received all this from the Nazis. 

As for OUN lamentations about the time needed to study 
the moves and tactics of the Nazis one need not be a wily 
politician to understand how unscrupulous are the nationa- 
lists. The year 1943 was already in progress. The Nazis had 
occupied Ukraine for already two years and there had been 
enough time to study their “moves” and ‘‘tactics 11 , which 
were aimed at exterminating the Ukrainians as a nation and 
converting Ukraine into a German colony. 

When forced to answer the question, why the first UFA 
bands were formed in Pollesia and Volyn and not in Lvov, 
Tarnopol, Stanislau, Carpatho-Ukraine and Bukovinia — 
areas of black Nazi terror, the nationalists revert to their 
quizzical “tactical deliberations 11 asserting that such areas 
made up a “unique home front 11 for requisitioning goods 
and enlisting men. This is nothing but another forgery. 
There is another reason for their “tactical deliberations 11 . 
Namely, the spring and summer of 1943 when the Nazis and 
Melnykites were recruiting Ukrainians to the SS Division 
“Galicia 11 . The Germans wanted to man the SS division 
with the most efficient men and only after that allow the 
Banderites to enlist those remaining into their UPA. 

The Germans were in a tight situation with partizans 
ruining their communications and destroying much of their 
man-power and armour. UPA was thrown against the parti- 
zans in an attempt to destroy their fighting efficiency. UPA 
used in punitive operations by the Germans was able to 
safe-guard the German rear. 

Roman Shukhevich, UPA commander-in-chief, began his 
career in the UVO when a young man. He served as a cor- 
net in the Polish Army. Later he was recruited to an 
espionage school in Germany. He showed himself active in 
attempts on eminent Polish politicians, in raids on post-of- 
fices and savings banks. He was one of the instigators of an 
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OUN attack on the Soviet general consulate in Lvov in 
1933. Later he was appointed a commander of the Legion 
“Nachtigall”. For his part in savage reprisals against the 
population in Byelorussia, he was promoted to the rank of 
Captain of the Wehrmacht and awarded the Iron Cross. 

The Banderites were active in carrying out tasks set for 
them by the German Army High Command. 

From summer 1943 through winter 1944 the partizans 
of Rovno Region had 35 clashes with the Banderites. Kov- 
pak’s partizan formation fought with them 21 battles in the 
period from January 5 through April 1, 1944. 

The nationalists infiltrated into the Soviet partizan de- 
tachments. Their task here was to liquidate the commanders 
and collect information on partizan dislocation, landing sites, 
munition stores, the amount of arms, equipment, medicine. 
The information was to be passed over to the Nazis. For 
example, by May, 1943 partizans in Rovno Region shot 
57 nationalist infiltrators. 

In skirmishes with partizans the Banderites lost many of 
their men. In the districts of Elny, Tomashgorod, Kosorich 
and Derty, Rovno Region, Soviet partizans exterminated 
over 250 nationalists. 1 Despite losses, the Banderites blatant- 
ly spoke of their “clashes ending in victory”. “Bolshevik 
partizan detachments centred mainly in Pinsk, Sama, Ko- 
stopol, Kovel and Brest districts can be easily dealt with by 
our UPA,” they announced. 2 However, day by day, nationa- 
list illusions as to their might faded away. The partizan 
formation led by S. Kovpak after breaking through the 
Nazi and Ukrainian nationalist defense line in Pollesia and 
Volyn moved west to Galicia ruining enemy communication 
lines on their way. 


1 Z. Bogatyr. B ruAy epaea (In the Enemy Rear), Moscow, 1963, 
p. 285. ’ 

2 “Do Zbroi”, July, 1943. 
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The German Army High Command and the Gestapo 
tried frantically to straighten out the situation. And once 
again it was the Banderites they had to resort to. The Ban- 
derites began to form in the Carpathian Mountains a Galician 
version of UFA, a so-called “Ukrainian National De- 
fence” (UNC). 

“For some weeks, Western Ukraine was rocked by the 
news that a several thousand strong parti zan army led by 
Kovpak, was moving into the Carpathian Mountains,” wrote 
the Banderites. “Despite her great losses and exhaustion 
Moscow continues to fight on the front-line and in the Ger- 
man rear.” Soviet partizans were “on the one hand to con- 
duct sabotage and stop the German Army from advancing 
eastwards, and on the other, to mobilize the masses onto 
their side.” Kovpak’s partizans were “creating havoc in 
Galicia. They were blowing up bridges... instigating the 
Ukrainian population against the Nazis thus bringing about 
mass reprisals.” The Ukrainian nationalist Provid they said, 
“is organizing a “Ukrainian National Defence” to combat 
the Soviet partizans in the Carpathian Mountains. 1 

The formation of UNC was entrusted to the German 
agent Lutze. 2 By terror and demagogy, he managed to “mo- 
bilize” five “kurins” (units) of UNC. The first kurin 
“Chorny Chorty” was stationed near the villages of Miku- 
licliin and Berezin, Jaremcha district, Stanislau Region; the 
second kurin “Trembita” was garrisoned in the villages of 
Dolina district: the third kurin “Siromantsi” was dislocated 
in the region of Chorna Shila Mountain in Bolekhiv district; 
the fourth kurin was stationed near Magura Mountain, Dro- 
hobich district and the fifth kurin — in the area of Stariy 
Sambor, Lvov Region. Lutze formed also the UNC General 


1 The Central State Archives on the October Revolution and 
Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Specification 2, 
File 18, Sheet 13. 

2 Lutze was sentenced by a Soviet court in 1945. 
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Staff to direct UNC operations. Included in the staff were 
the commandant of the joint German and Ukrainian police 
in Stanislau Banakh, the burgomaster of Stanislau Golim- 
bovsky and also the commandant of the joint German and 
Ukrainian police in Tismenitsa, Stanislau Region. 

UNC bands were sent as a reserve unit to the 4th, 6th, 
13th and 26th SS regiments and special police forces. These 
forces together participated in a number of fierce clashes 
in Subcarpathian Ukraine. These clashes revealed the weak 
morale of the nationalists. When finding themselves in a 
difficult situation most of them threw away their weapons 
and fled back home. However, the same fate awaited them 
as those who had refused call-up in Volyn — the nationalist 
gestapo (“security police — SB”) retaliated with terror. 

UPA and UNC, diligent in the accomplishment of tasks 
set for them by the Nazis, not only carried out raids against 
the partizans but also brutal reprisals against the Polish 
population that in any way displayed “disloyalty” to the 
Germans. 

The General-gouverneur of Poland Hans Frank wrote in 
his diary in 1942: “I must confess that German policy is 
aimed at causing friction between the Poles and Ukrainians. 
The four or five million Ukrainians living here act as a 
counterbalance to the Poles. And I invest a lot of effort 
to foster a politically cool atmosphere between them to pre- 
vent their banding together.” 1 

A year later UPA began to put the words of the Nazi 
butcher into action. Ukrainian nationalists forced the mass 
migration of Poles. In 1943 in Grubeshof district, an OUN 
notice ordered all non-Ukrainians to leave their villages 
within a week. It was stated that all disobeying the order 
would be shot. “Either a Ukraine or a bloodbath,” it was 
stressed in the notice. 2 


1 S. Piotrowski. Dziennik Hansa Franka. Warszawa, 1956, s. 145. 

2 Agencja Informacyjna “Wies”, Nr. 34, 1943. 
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The Banderite terror (1933 — 1944) in Wostorn Ukraine 
resulted in the forced migration of 300,000 Poles. 

A nationalist group “Zaviy Khvist” led by German agent 
Stelmashchuk (code name “IV-Nord”) on August 29—30, 
1943 killed 15,000 Poles. This genocide was committed by 
them in Golob, Kovel, Storovizhiv, Luboml and Lutsk 
districts of Volyn. Livestock, valuables and food-stuffs were 
taken away and the houses burnt to the ground. In the vil- 
lages of Oslrivka and Ostrivotska Volya, Volyn region, 
Zaviy Khvist murdered 2,000 Poles. The same was done 
in the villages of Rivne, Lisnyaki, Stavinsky Smolyari, Ve- 
lika Guta, Nudizhe. Incomplete reports reveal that in the 
northern part of llovno Region Banderites burnt 25 settle- 
ments. 1 Villages in Stara Guta, Mosty, Kuty, Zabara, Zalu- 
zha-Shumska, Chervonograd-Tovstenko and Barish-Buchach 
districts of 1 arnopol Region; Troisya-Zabololiv, Lyatsko- 
Shlahetske (now Lipivka — author), Tismenets districts, 
Stanislau Region were partially or completely destroyed 
while its population shot or tortured. The Ukrainian bour- 
geois nationalists killed about 40,000 innocent people of 
Polish origin. 2 These are the results of the nationalist terror 
against the Polish population. 

Polish fascist elements acted on Nazi orders. They were 
armed by the Nazis and made short work of the Ukrainian 
population in the Lublin area. During one year in Khelm 
district they razed dozens of villages and massacred its 
population. 

What the gebeitkommissar of Lublin wrote in his diary 
reveals the disgraceful Nazi methodology, machine and tac- 
tic of mutual Ukrainian and Polish annihilation in regions 
bordering Poland and Ukraine: “It was necessary to have 
both these nationalist groupings at discord as such a situa- 
te ‘ \kP? Sy \P paedu He 3aThMa puru (You Cannot Hide the Truth) 
Kiev, 1965, p. 62. '* 

s 479 ( Z Mada ^ czyk ’ PoJityka 111 Rz eszy w okupowanej Polsce, 
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lion was of use to the Germans. We adopted the British 
methods. “Let them cut each other, and we can rule then 
with ease!” are words belonging to Colonel Thompson, a 
dashing English colonialist, said in 1918 when Britain fan- 
ned hatred between Armenian and Azerbaijanian nationalists 
in Baku. These laconic words were not only instructive but 
were inspirational for the Nazi colonialists. The results were 
catastrophical. In some areas it resulted in a total annihila- 
tion of Poles and Ukrainians. Such were the results in Gru- 
beshof and neighbouring her districts”. 1 

By the end of 1943 the nationalist Provid ordered UPA 
to start a compaign against Ukrainians “disloyal” to OUN 
and its “armies” UPA and UNC. The nationalists regarded 
“disloyal” persons to be those who helped the partizans or 
had members of their families or relatives with the partizans 
or in the Red Army. Such people were traced, rounded up 
and convoyed to the place of execution. Before being shot, 
they were forced to dig graves and undress. 

The nationalist terror was mainly aimed at suppressing 
anti-Nazi sentiment or nipping in the bud any sign of dis- 
turbances among the population and rank and file Banderi- 
tes in UPA. The nationalist “security service” liquidated 
even those who just expressed in some form or other the 
idea of an armed resistance to the Nazis. “Special attention 
must be paid to spontaneous protests of UPA men against 
the Germans. In such cases reprisals are obligatory and 
capital punishment is not excluded”, read the instructions 
issued by the nationalist “security service” on October 27, 
1943. Besides this, a “brainwashing” of nationalist rank and 
file was begun. Demagogy and outright eye-washing were 
widely used here. “UPA and UNC”, wrote the Banderites, 
“must concentrate above all on educating. This is the main 
direction of their activities”. 2 “Our tactic, adopted in 1943 

1 Cz. Madajczyk, Polityka III Rzeszy w okupowanej Polsce, 
s. 479. 

2 “Ideja i tchyn", November, 4943. 


85 


is absolutely correct...” (i.e., on stopping the Ukrainian 
population acting against the Nazi occupation — Ant h.), 
wrote another nationalist paper. 1 “A Germany faced with 
defeat cannot be dangerous to us”, announced another paper. 
“A defeated Germany, using an old saying is not worth a 
penny to the Ukrainian nationalists. However, even then 
an armed struggle against the Germans would not be 
expedient”. 2 

The above-quoted taken from nationalist publication dat- 
ed November, 1943, January, and June, 1944 respectively, 
clearly outline the nationalist tactic towards the Germans 
aimed at a non-interference into the armed struggle conduct- 
ed by the people against the Germans, at “body-guarding” 
the Nazis and at restraining mass impulse to struggle. 

It was difficult for the nationalists to tame people en- 
meshed in UPA through terror, torture and deceit, to sup- 
press hostile sentiment towards the Germans. Rank and file 
Bandera followers were beginning to realise how they had 
been double-crossed by their leaders. Despite the prohibition 
and the element of danger their actions involved, these peo- 
ple began to liquidate Nazis whenever the chance arose. 
These sporadic and singular acts were not strong enough to 
really give the Nazis trouble. But the nationalist leaders 
used these incidents for their own ends trying to present 
them as an anti-Nazi struggle enspirited by them. They had 
no option but to do so. 

With every coming day the Red Army drew closer to 
the western regions of Ukraine. The Nazis and nationalists 
were troubled at the turn of the tide. The security police and 
SD of Galicia authorized Hauptsturmfuhrer and the Krimi- 
nalkommissar Pape to tighten contacts with the Banderites 
for more effective use of them in the war. The Banderites 
readily agreed to send their representative to talk over the 

1 From a proclamation by OUN Provid published on January 1, 
1944. 

2 “Ideja i tchyn”, June, 1944. 
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matter. Their representative was Hrynoch,' whom the Nazis 
for conspiracy’s sake called Herasimivskyj. Documents from 
the offices of the security police and SD in Lvov later seized 
hy the Red Army attest this fact. 

Ivan Hrynoch (the Reverend John Hrynoch) was an or- 
dained priest. He had studied at a theological college in 
Innsbruck. For his service as chaplain in “Nachtigall” Hry- 
noch was awarded the Iron Cross. He describes his services 
for the Third Reich in his autobiography: “Together with 
the legion (in the legion “Nachtigall”— author) I partici- 
pated in the front-line campaigns during the first weeks of 
the war when the German Army made its thrust on Ra- 
dymne-Zavoriv-Lvov-Tarnopol-Proskurov - Zhnierinka - Brai- 
lov-Vinnitsa. For my service in this operation I was awarded 
the Iron Cross... 2 Hrynoch took an active part in reprisals 
against the intelligentsia in Lvov in July, 1941. On June, 30 
he was the man who read the notorious "Akt and Sheptit- 
sky’s “ Pastoral Letter ” over the air in Lvov. 

The same Hrynoch after the war began to collaborate 
with the American Intelligence Service and helped them 
train spies later to be dropped on Ukrainian territory from 
planes 3 In 1955 he became the consistorial adviser to the 
Ukrainian Catholic Church in West Germany. At present he 
heads the so-called “Central Representation of the Ukrain- 
ian Emigration and the Ukrainian Supreme Liberation Coun- 
cil” (ZP UHVR). /-> i f 

All talks Hrynoch had with Pape and other Gestapo of- 
ficials were stenographed and recorded. This alleviates pos- 


1 S. Danilenko. Dorohoju hanbi i zradi. Kiev, "X auk ova Dumka , 
1972 p. 234. 

2 The Central State Archives on the Hjstory of the Ukr.SSR 
in Lvov. Fund 201, Specification 4(b), File 2689, Sheets 26-27. 

a Hrynoch trained Ukrainian nationalists Okhrimovich Ryt. Kha- 
shchivsky, Chapelle later dropped into Ukraine from US planes in 
1951-1952. All of them were arrested and sentenced by a boviet 
court. 
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sibilities to give a fuller account of the talks and point out 
the most interesting passages. 

The first meeting Hrynoch had with Pape was on 
March 6, 1944 in Tarnopol at the residence of a security 
police and SD chief Haupsturmfuhrer SS Kruger. 

Hrynoch told Pape that the Ban derites welcome a close 
co-operation with the German intelligence for which ho was 
sent by them to act as their resident at security police and 
SD headquarters. He stressed the fact that OUN “only re- 
gards communists as enemies”. All OUN directives were 
aimed at assisting the German Army and the occupational 
administration. OUN's sole policy, continued Hrynoch, was 
to observe German interests. 

OUN believed events in Eastern Europe would not have 
turned out. the way they did had Germany not restricted the 
Banderites anti-Soviet activities to actions suppressing the 
anti-Nazi movement. It did not stop anti-Nazi sentiment. 
A quisling state on the other hand with its “independent 
administration” could have put a stop to it. OUN would 
have been “perfectly satisfied with the status of a protecto- 
rate ! a status that complied with Germany’s colonial policy 
towards Ukraine. The Nazis had refused the Banderites such 
a chance. 

However, went on Hrynoch, as in the past, Banderites 
would continue to campaign for a “traditional contiguity 
with Germany” and will intensify efforts to protect Ger- 
many’s interests. Pape and Hrynoch discussed in detail a 
plan to extend the participation of the Banderites. 

Hrynoch promised that the nationalists would help the 
Germans transport their men, equipment, arms and provi- 
sions. Unconditional loyalty” would be displayed in the 
ulfillment of the tasks of requisitioning horses, livestock, 
grain, etc. The Banderites also were to continue to provide 
the German intelligence with the needed information. 

Pape reported the results of his talks to the chief of the 
security police and SD of “district” Galicia Obersturmbahn- 




fuhrer SS and senior adviser Dr. Witska. On March 13, 1944 
Witska sent a confidential letter to the chief of the security 
police and SD of the Gouvernement. Oberfuhrer SS and po- 
lice colonel Bierkamp. In this letter he wrote that Hrynoch 
had promised to report his meetings with Pape to OUN and 
UPA bosses and to send in a few days some supplementary 
proposals on the anti-Soviet warfare. 1 

On March 23, in Lvov, in a flat of an Ukrainian natio- 
nalist V. Mudry Hrynoch held his second meeting with 
Pape. Hrynoch told Pape that OUN had reposed its hopes 
in collaborating with the security police and SD. It was 
stated that UPA would intensify its activities in the Soviet 
rear and would communicate by all possible means, includ- 
ing radio and messengers, intelligence on the military and 
political set up. 

Hrynoch asked to keep in strict confidence his talks with 
Pape, especially the complete submission of the Banderites 
to Nazi interests. Hrynoch stressed that OUN wanted the 
Germans to supply them with arms and explosives for an 
escalation of the war. It had to be done in such a way as 
to allay Soviet suspicion that Ukrainian nationalists in 
Soviet-held territory were German agents or sympathisers... 
It is inadmissable to use for this purpose planes with iden- 
tification marks... OUN wishes future treaties to be ratified 
by OUN headquarters and a German representative from 
the security police and SD”. 

On March 28, Hrynoch had a third meeting with 
Dr. Witska. At this meeting he reiterated his former pro- 
posals and statements and assured Witska that OUN would 
apply its efforts to make the ruling Nazi elite and Hitler 
in person duly estimate OUN anti-Soviet warfare and assign 
them their rightful place among the “builders of a new 
Europe”. Hrynoch also told Dr. Witska that the Gestapo 


1 V. Cherednichenko. Natsionalism proty natsii, p. 142. 
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could wholly rely on the Bandera nationalist organization 
as far as mobilization of recruits to the SS Division “Gali- 
cia” was concerned. This nationalist leader assured the Na- 
zis of active OIJN-Bandera assistance. He stated that the 
population of Western Ukraine “was numerous enough for 
Nazi and OUN conscription”. 

A telegramme sent by Dr. Witska to the Gorman com- 
mander-in-chief of SS Division “Galicia” Oberfuhrer SS 
Freitag reveals once again how treacherous OUN was even 
to its UPA men. In this telegramme Witska stated that one 
OUN bigwig (Hrynoch — author ) agreed to name deserters 
from SS Division “Galicia” if the Nazis would guarantee 
their safety. Pure perfidity on the part of the nationalists. 
Hrynoch knew only too well that deserters from a German 
Army were shot on the spot without preliminary investiga- 
tions or a trial. However, Hrynoch and the OUN Provid 
needed such a “guarantee” from the Nazis simply to deceive 
deserters into turning up. All deserters that did turn up, 
naturally, were shot immediately. 

In another meeting with Pape, Hrynoch reported on UPA 
undermining activities on territory liberated by the Red 
Army. After a careful analysis of the matter Witska inform- 
ed Bierkamp that “OUN and UPA could do much more if 
secretly supplied with arms by the security police and SD...” 

I hope”, he wrote later, “to personally receive arms from 
SS chiefs and the police and from the army commander-in- 
chief in northern Ukraine and have the arms air-dropped 
by the Sonderkommandos “Zeppelin” 1 into Soviet territory”. 
Hrynoch also wanted to know whether it was reasonable to 
create in Galicia a secret ammunition and arms dumps for 
A in event of a further Soviet army move into Galicia, 
mtska, though agreeing in principle, favoured stationing 

, Zeppelin — a centre for subversive and sabotage activities 
?o/o -ru ^Penal Intelligence Board created by Himmler early 

• it l Q Sk - °, f this centre w as to inspire subversive activities 
neep in the Soviet rear. 
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German guards to stop any attempt to steal the arms. 
“I would be very glad”, concludes Witska in his letter “to 
obtain approval for the above measures directed at disrupt- 
ing Soviet supply lines and the Bolshevik administration”. 

While Hrynoch negotiated the Banderites acted. They 
communicated information on Red Army moves, liquidated 
or handed over communists, as well as members of the 
underground organizations, partisans and other Soviet pat- 
riots captured by UPA to the Nazis. 

The name of the Hero of the Soviet Union and famous 
partisan reconnoiterer Mykola Ivanovich Kuznetsov is known 
by many. 

Kuznetsov, alias Oberleutnant Paul Ziebert, was the 
most-wanted man for the Germans. In 1943 in Rovno, he 
shot the German adviser and chief of the central financial 
bureau of the Reichskommissariat of Ukraine, Gel; the poli- 
tical secretary and inspector, Winthers; the Reichskommi- 
ssariat of Ukraine secretary, Knut, and wounded a govern- 
ment official, E. Koch’s under-secretary, Dargell. In Novem- 
ber, Kuznetsov shot the Chief Justice Oberfuhrer SS Funk 
in a German court of justice. Funk was the man behind the 
brutal reprisals. A group of Soviet partisans led by Kuzne- 
tsov kidnapped the commander-in-chief of the special task 
forces. General von Ilgen. In January, 1944 in Lvov, in the 
offices of the army and air-force, Kuznetsov shot Oberst- 
leutnant Peters, and in February, gravely wounded the vice- 
gouverneur Bauer and the director of the general-gouveme- 
ment chancellery Schneider. 

The Gestapo and its Ukrainian nationalist agents were 
dead bent on capturing this courageous reconnoiterer. The 
Nazis promised a 25,000 Reichsmark reward for his cap- 
ture. However, all their efforts failed. Kuznetsov and two 
others had started for the east towards the Red Army. 

For nearly a month they made their way through forests 
and only on March 2, 1944 ventured into the village of Bo- 
ratyn, Brody district, Lvov Region. They entered one of the 
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cottages to warm themselves and rest. A patrolling UPA 
group “Chornogora” burst into the house. They immediately 
recognized Kuznetsov from discriptions circulated by the 
Nazis. They tried to seize him but Kuznetsov was not easy 
to take. As he shouted: “This is the way Soviet partisans 
die! , ho undid the safety catch of his hand-grenade and 
blew himself and the other two partisans to bits. 

A secret Gestapo document reveals the dirty role the 
Banderites played in this case. Pape wrote that during the 
talk Dr. Witska had with Hrynoch on March 28, 1944 the 
latter mentioned that an UPA group had captured a Bo’lshe 
vik agent dressed as a German oberleutnant. The group also 
had in its possession documents that shed light on Bauer’s 
murder Another UPA group had captured two agents from 
General Seidlitz, the chief of the “League of German Offi- 
cers ’ in Moscow, 1 and documents. Hrynoch had promised to 
hand over the documents and the agents, if they were alive 
to the security police. 

A secret note by Poland’s general-gouverneur Hans 
brank on a conference held in May 12, 1944, in a Cracow 
palace also reveals the part played by the nationalists in the 
death of Mykola Kuznetsov. During this conference it is 
stated in the note, UPA “justified itself” as a retaliatory 
? rc . e n| a . mst Soviet reconuoiterers and paratroopers, and 

“HU, ^.V, aP ‘ Ure( i a,Ul Sh0t in the eastern regions of 
district Galicia a Soviet spy involved in the murder of the 
vice-gouvemeur Bauer. 2 

The treacherous designs of the Banderite Provid were 
also exposed in another note by Pape dated May 3, 1944 
On tliat day Hrynoch (old him that UPA had captured 
20Soviet paratroopers that included, also, radio-operators. 
tt • P.O.W.s and German communists in the Soviet 

German^Mht 1 ? K f as ( no / orsk in ^ the 'Committee for a Free 
of the German Arm j? pr ° paganda among soldiers and officers 

un iE* t\ n n A°l true , - As , dre ? d y stated Kuznetsov blew himself 
up with a hand-grenade when the Banderites tried to capture him. 
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The nationalists were ready to hand over the paratroopers, 
their documents and their radio-transmitters to the Gestapo. 
To keep this hand-over in utmost secrecy Hrynoch outlined 
the following plan to Pape: UPA would convoy the Soviet 
paratroopers to another place. Pape informed of their route 
would then send his men to ambush the convoy and take 
the Soviet paratroopers prisoners. OUN promised to arm 
their guards lightly to prevent incidental killing of the 
Gestapo agents taking part in the ambush. It was also 
agreed that Hrynoch would be in that vicinity to “interfere” 
if events took the wrong turn. On May 9, Hrynoch delivered 
to Pape final information on the route and promised to ob- 
tain data on the status of politruks in the Red Army as 
well as information- about Kovpak. Hrynoch kept his pro- 
mise: the Soviet paratroopers and the promised intelligence 
were handed over to the Gestapo. 

On July 14, 1944 Witska reported to Sturmbahnfuhrer 
and adviser Pommerening in the Main Imperial Security 
Board in Berlin that the Banderites excelled in their sub- 
versive activities. Besides subversive agents, Witska wrote 
that the Banderites procured Abwehr spies and radio-ope- 
rators to carry out special tasks in the Soviet rear. Witska 
expressing his certitude in the possible use of those people 
by the security service and SD, stated that he had Hrynoch's 
consent to this. Witska also asked Pommerening to cable 
him the tasks the nationalists had to carry out on Soviet 
territory. 

On April 19, 1944 in Lvov, the chiefs of the Abwehr- 
kommandos 101, 202 , 305 and the army group “ Sud ” gather- 
ed to exchange experience in dealing with the Ukrainian 
nationalists. The Abwehrkommando chiefs were unanimous 
to point out that they recruited agents to be sent into the 
Soviet rear mainly from the Banderites, as such agents 
were more capable of obtaining valuable information. The 
commander-in-chief of the Abwehrkommando 101 Oberst- 
leutnant Lindhart read his report in which he stated that 
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reconnaissance and espionage for them was done by recrui- 
ted P.O.W.s. But with the Red Army quickly forcing its 
way west and the larger part of the USSR liberated, P.O.W.s 
grew more icluctant to be involved in espionage activities. 
The Abwehrkommando was forced to resort to the Bander- 
ites. Without their participation it would actually be impos- 
sible to conduct reconnaissance. The Abwehrkommandos 
got from the Banderites up to 15 communications daily. 
LPA, told Lindhart, was also used as a reserve force on the 
front, and against partisans in German-held territory. 

™be commander-in-chief of Abwehrkommando 202 
Oberstleutnant Seliger agreed with Lindhart. Seliger stres- 
sed that in regions taken over by the Red Army only the 
nationalists were left to oppose the Soviets. This was reason 
enough to supply UPA with arms, ammunition and medi- 
cme Seliger had organized the training of UPA men later 
infiltrated in small groups into Soviet territory. For some 
tune Seliger had V phold direct con t a ct with Shukhevich 
UPA s commander-in-chief who had sent his men for train- 

inn P n r Pj Ses ' In ^ 10 near cst future, informed Seliger, over 
100 Banderites would be armed and with the support of 
German divisions would cross the front-line in the region 
of Delatyn-Stanislau. 6 

Besides Hrynoch, Shukhevich, Lebed and other OUN 
bigwigs, many bosses from local UPA groups also maintain- 
ed ties with the security police and SD and the German 
Intelligence Service. Bandera headquarters left the initiative 

Tntiii- branch 0 offlces wllich began to contact the German 
Intelligence Service, and certain Wehrmacht officers and 
ia lira y, were supplied with arms and other military items, 
in n S ^ cret messa p to the Main Imperial Security Board 
rrimnmf f roves tu s fact. The message was addressed to 
and SD^rI , Generalleutnant of the security police 
„ d f m Be , rhn ’ MeuIler . and copies of it were sent to 
the chief of the security police and SD in Cracow Bier- 
kamp, and Bngadenfuhrer and Generalmajor of the’ police 


m 


in Lvov, Dimme. The message slated that late January, 
1944 many UPA groups had established direct contacts with 
I-C (reconnaissance branch — author ), the group led by 
Prutzmann. 1 In particular, Sturmbahnfuhrer Schmitz had 
got in touch with the commanders of the nationalist armed 
groups in the regions of Postiny, Kremenets, Verby, Kopi- 
chintsi, Berezno, Pidkamenya and Derazhny. Those groups 
gave valuable information about Soviet partisans. Schmitz 
doubted the expediency of these groups on the front-line 
believing their engagement in reconnaissance and sabotage 
more suitable since they were not trained in the use of new 
weapons and were ignorant of tactics. 

The message referred to a circular “How to Deal with 
UPA men” issued by Prutzmann’s group on February 12, 
1944. It was stated in this circular that UPA chiefs would 
send spies, mostly women, into territory liberated by the 
Red Army to collect information and communicate it to 
Prutzmann’s group. Captured Red Army men and partisans 
were supposed to be handed over to Prutzmann, too. To 
avoid misunderstandings, the German front-line divisions 
were ordered to let everybody with documents signed by 
“Captain Felix” or confessing to be a UPA agent pass 
unharmed. If such people demanded immediate contact with 
I-C — Prutzmann’s group — their demand had to be met. 
To be recognized, such agents had to raise their left hand 
with fingers open wide before their faces. “Because of our 
incompetency,” it was stated in the circular, “we must now 
make a stake on UPA as a means of liquidating the com- 
munist partisan movement.” 

Of a similar content was a report of the reconnaissance 
branch of the 4th German Panzer Corps command written on 


1 H. Prutzmann was the Inspector-General of the SS, a chief 
of tho SS and police in the southern occupied territory of the 
Soviet Union. 
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May 22, 1944. The report stated that: “The army group 
4 Nord Ukraine’ is conducting talks with regional units of 
UPA. Abwehrkommandos 202 are already actively co-operat- 
ing with UPA and receiving from its agents information to 
be used in actions behind enemy lines.” The report ends 
with a statement that the 4th Panzer Corps command had 
concluded with the Banderites a “gentlemen’s agreement” on 
joint action against Red Army men, reconnoiterers-para- 
troopers and partisan detachments.” 

In May, 1944, the 1st German Panzer Corps command 
also established contact with UPA near Tarnopol. The Kom- 
missariat of the border police in Drohobich issued a secret 
instruction “Policy towards UPA” on May 26, 1944 that lay 
stress on co-operation with UPA and on supplying it with 
arms and ammunition. 

The Banderites also established tight contacts with the 
Intelligence Services of Horthy’s Hungary, and Romania. 

To deceive the public, the Bandera Provid kept on re- 
porting that those of their members temporarily isolated by 
the Nazis were interned in “concentration camps” under 
“terrible conditions”: “dying of starvation, cold and exhaus- 
tive work.” This was an attempt to draw a parallel between 
their comfortable “internment” and the death camps of Aus- 
schwitz, Majdanek, Buchenwald and Dachau. 

Actually Bandera and Stetsko were allotted large rooms 
with a good library at the special barracks in the Sachsen- 
hausen concentration camp. It is assumed that these special 
barracks were displayed in 1943 to fascist gruppenleiters 
from other countries. In 1946 the Nazi war criminal Stan- 
dartenfuhrer SS Count Riodern testified during the Nurem- 
berg Tribunal that the gruppenleiters believed that “all the 
stories in circulation abroad about concentration camps 
were fabricated... 1 


1 Protokoll des Niirnberger Prozesses gegen die Hauptkriegs- 
verbrecher, Bd. XXI, S. 510. 
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The Nazis played host to their nationalist allies in these 
barracks one hour’s ride by car from the Main Imperial 
Security Board in Berlin and 200 meters from the Freidan- 
tall Palace where Banderites were taught espionage. 

Daria Hnatkivska, the wife of the OUN boss and Nazi 
agent Lebed was also interned at a concentration camp. 
The conditions in which she lived there can be judged from 
the letters she passed through the Gestapo to her husband 
who was then as the nationalist press asserts, acting from 
the “illegal” position. “Our daughter Zorka is developing 
normally,” she writes. “I myself, am not bad off... We are 
both together all the day. We are supplied with good food... 
There is plenty of free time... We go for long walks. I’ve 
forgotten already... my internment by the Poles; we did not 
take walks there... I feel calm but sad.” 

Thus Daria Hnatkivska “was not bad off.” But what 
about those honest people living under the Nazi yoke? What 
about the people in the concentration camps? 

Despite his wife’s assuring letters Lebed from time lo 
time sent her food and money. “With the permission of the 
Main Imperial Security Board,” reads his telegramme to 
Dr. Witska, “I have sent by express some food parcels. I am 
asking you to hand them to Frau Lebed.” Himmler s aide, 
General-Leutnant Meuller, in Berlin, cabled to Dr. Witska, 
in Lvov, on June 9, 1944: “Please send copies of the file 
(the file on Lebed-Hnatkivska — author). In the future 
contact Frau L. (Lebed — author) through me exclusively.” 
“I am very pleased with the food,” writes Hnatkivska to 
Lebed. “I really am in little need. We receive good food: 
daily milk, white bread, sugar whatsmore.” 

This is the retribution for the blood and tears of the 
Ukrainian people. This is the retribution for the jesuitical 
work done by a handful of bourgeois nationalists in Ukraine. 
This is the retribution for the death of millions of the better 
sons and daughters of Ukraine, for the suffering of young 
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boys and girls working as slaves in I he coal mines of the 
Ruhr or as farmhands for German farmers. 

Late July, 1944 the Red Army forced the Nazis out of 
Lvov. Most of the nationalist Provid, Lebed and Ilrynoch 
included, fled to the West together with the Germans. How- 
ever, on territory still under occupation the Bandorites, guid- 
ed by the German intelligence, continued to set up spy 
schools and bases from which UFA agents, armed and ready, 
could be thrown into Soviet territory. 

In Cracow the Nazis ordered the Bandera Provid to orga- 
nize within Abwehrkommandos 202 a staff supervised by 
Hrynoch that would deal with espionage. 

This period of the Bandera-Nazi collaboration was fully 
described by the German spy Siegfried Muller who was then 
the assistant chief of Abwehrkommandos 202 whose testi- 
mony was cited above. 

At the beginning of the war against the USSR, Muller 
was sent to the East with Abwehrkommandos 304. In 1944 
he was transferred to Abwehrkommandos 202 then stationed 
in Cracow as the assistant chief to Captain Witzel (pseudo- 
nym “Kirn”). Before Muller’s departure from Berlin, the 
chief of the intelligence branch of the General Staff, Cap- 
tain Lammerau and Captain Stoltze informed him that 
Witzel had established concrete ties with UFA that was 
conducting sabotage behind Red Army lines. Lammerau and 
Stoltze believed that given “qualified” leadership UPA 
could if not halt the advance of the Red Army then cause 
damage at least in the Red Army rear. Muller was commis- 
sioned to help Witzel in this. 

In December 1944 the Main Imperial Security Board 
sent to Abwehrkommandos 202 Bandera, who had just been 
given a villa outside Berlin and “worked” there under the 
surveillance of the chief of 4-D department Obersturmbahn- 
fuhrer SS Wolf. On arriving in Cracow, Bandera and Stet- 
sko instructed a group trained by Muller which included 
such Ukrainian nationalists as Lopatinsky, Chizhevsky, Sko- 
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robagaty. Through this group Bandera passed the order to 
the commander-in-chief of UFA, Shukhevich, to step up 
undermining activity in the Red Army rear and to establish 
regular radio link with the Abwehrkommandos. Berlin ap- 
pointed Captain Witzel the commander of the group. On 
December 27, 1944 the group was flown from Cracow into 
the western regions of Ukraine, freed by the Red Army. 
The group was to hand over to UPA five million roubles, 
arms, medicine and a radio-transmitter. The Nazis were 
worried that the Soviet counter-espionage service would 
trace and liquidate the strong radio station “Vira” they had 
given to UPA. Therefore, the Nazis sent UPA commanders 
portable radio-transmitters that could be used more safely. 
Early 1945, with the task successfully carried out Witzel’s 
group returned. Witzel was awarded a golden cross studded 
with diamonds while Ukrainian nationalist agents were 
given large sums of money. 

Muller admitted that nationalists gave much help to the 
Abwehrkommandos. One of the five schools patronaged 
by the Abwehrkommandos , and ciphered “ Moltke ” trained 
men consisting exclusively of Ukrainian nationalists in es- 
pionage up till April 1945. Hrynoch’s men and Nazi intelli- 
gence officers hired agents from the former police force, 
starostas and the Reichsarbeitdienst (Labour Exchange). 
UPA agents also sent men to these schools. Before Ger- 
many’s capitulation there were 45 Ukrainian nationalists 
training at the “ Moltke ” school. 

Under the pressure of the Red Army the Nazis were 
forced to retreat further west. By late April 1945 Abwehr- 
kommandos 202 was stationed in Kolin near Prague. 

In Kolin Bandera made his last inspection of the 
Ukrainian nationalists and discussed with Stetsko and Hry- 
noch their future collaboration with the Nazis. It was decid- 
ed to ask the German Intelligence Service for a print shop, 
a large stock of printing paper, a strong radio-station, a 
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plane and a place to print anti-Soviet literature and leaf- 
lets and dump this printed matter into Soviet territory from 
the plane. The Ukrainian nationalists planned to use the 
radio station for communication with nationalists left behind 
in Western Ukraine. It was hoped to step up the undermin- 
ing activities against the USSR this way. However, the 
Nazis were no more in a position to help the Ukrainian 
nationalists as the fall of the Third Reich was imminent. 

As the Red Army advanced, Bandera made plans to flee 
to the Tyrols and leave Stetsko, Hrynoch and Stakhiv in 
Kolin under the command of Abwehrkommandos . Those 
three together with German intelligence officers began stack- 
ing secret hoards for the Nazi underground in mines and 
disused bunkers. 

Early May, 1945 some army vehicles drove out of Kolin. 
In one of them — a car — sat Stetsko, Hrynoch and an 
Abwelir representative II. Fell. In the other vehicles — trans- 
port trucks sat Banderites and SS officers. With them were 
hermetically shut containers with food and civilian clothing. 
As the convoy was making its way to the mountains Ame- 
rican planes attacked. The result of the American air-raid 
was a heavy toll of deaths and casualities (Stetsko and Fell 1 
were both injured). The vehicles were also out of order. 

Germany capitulated. The Ukrainian nationalists were 
forced to look for new patrons. However, they started in- 
vesting efforts in this direction a little bit earlier, or to be 
more precise in 1944, when the tide had turned with Ger- 
many receiving more and more defeats. OUN Provid in an 
attempt to appease the Nazis began to mould UFA to the 
new situation. “When the German Army was leaving the 
Ukraine,” testified Stoltze, “Abwehr or to be more precise 
Canaris ordered the formation of an underground that would 
continue the war against the Soviet rule in the Ukraine by 
means of terrorism, sabotage and espionage. For this purpose 


1 V. Cherednichenko. Natsionalism proty natsii, pp. 155—156. 
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officers and agents would be left behind to direct these acts. 
An order was given to create munition dumps and premises 
for provisions. Contact agents were infiltrated through the 
front-line. The subversion groups were supplied with arms 
and ammunition.” 1 

In an agreement between the Nazi Intelligence Service 
and OUN-UPA a number of joint Ukrainian and German 
armed police units were to aid these Banderite gangs. 

UFA was also joined by forest and railway guards em- 
ployment officers, starostas, clerks, tax collectors, and some 
members of the “national branches” of the Nazi-created 

"Russian Insurrectionary Army” (RVA). 2 

The Nazis left behind as military advisers their officers 
and men who spoke Ukrainian. 

Much attention was given to supplying UFA with arms, 
ammunition, radio equipment, explosives, printing equipment 
for publishing anti-Soviet literature. 

A notice by UPA chief Roman Klashkivsky (known un- 
der the nick-name “Klym Savur”) asked the Nazis for 
20 field and 10 anti-aircraft batteries, 500 Soviet automatic 
rifles, 10,000 hand grenades, 10,000 cartridge belts, 

250,000 cartridges. , . . 

A former chief of the 2nd intelligence branch of the 
staff of the Nazi occupational forces in l kraine, Captain 
Lazarek, when taken prisoner told that in the summer and 
autumn of 1944 he had sent to UPA from the village of 
Muszcino near Cracow up to 4 transporters \s ith arms. Laza- 
rek said that all in all he had sent them 20,000 items. 

Very often retreating Nazi divisions left for the Ban- 
derites complete stocks of arms and provisions. On April 15, 


i Archives of Central Committee of Communist Party of Ukraine 
Institute on Party History. Fund 57, Specification 4, File 338, 

Sheet Weglem Ukraine was liberated many RYA members be- 

gan to desert UPA. The nationalist Provid gave orders to shoot 
them all. 
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1944 in Kamin-Kashirsky, Volyn, the Nazis left a large 
amount of arms, provisions and medicine to the Bande- 
rites. 1 The same was done in Ratnc and Lubosliof. 

For communication purposes the Nazis supplied the na- 
tionalists with radio-transmitters and radio-operators. There 
also existed armed couriers who wore to transport military 
equipment through the front-line and return with intelli- 
gence. 

The retreating Nazis ordered the Banderites to disperse 
and avoid for a time any clashes with the Red Army. The 
Banderites hid in the forests and after the Nazis had re- 
treated sparked off a chain of sabotage activities: ambushed 
supply trails or raided stores, blew up railway bridges, killed 
soldiers and officers, tried to disrupt mobilization campaigns, 
killed those volunteering to serve in the Soviet liberating 
forces, wiped out their families, terrorized the popula- 
tion. 

UPA also hindered the restoration of Soviets in liberated 
regions, shot Party and Soviet workers, tried to disrupt re- 
construction works, spread nationalist propaganda and ru- 
mours about a “planned retreat” of the Nazis and their 
harsh reprisals against those aiding the Red Army when 
they return. Naturally, this handful of Nazi collaborators 
could not work openly. They worked usually at night, under- 
handedly. The Nazi press often praised the undermining 
job conducted by the nationalists. 

The official newspaper of the Nazi foreign affairs mini- 
stry “Deutsche Allgcmeine Zeitung” wrote in December, 
1944 that OUN and UPA had “come to life” after the Nazi 
retreat. UPA, it was stressed, now embraces the “most ac- 
tive” Ukrainian nationalists who entered the most ferocious 
battles with the Soviets and had become a tangible threat 


1 Archives of Central Committee of the Communist Party of 
Ukraine Institute on Party History. Fund 63, Specification 63-1, 
File 3, Sheet 60. 
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to the USSR. The newspaper admitted that OUN activity 
was not “limited to guerilla warfare” but included also 
“espionage for the Third Reich.” 1 

Events were changing rapidly and it was evident that 
Nazism was doomed. With the coming defeat of fascism the 
truth about the Nazi collaborationists and the Ukrainian 
nationalists in particular was slowly coming to light. 

OUN-UPA commanders had no chance of influencing the 
political situation. The nationalists comforted themselves 
with the hope of emerging contradictions when the Red 
Army confronted the American and British forces. The na- 
tionalists heeded every nuance in the situation to add to the 
slightest chance of the occupation of Ukraine by the Ame- 
ricans and British. 

The Banderite underground was full of “top secret” in- 
structions, orders and directives with detailed descriptions 
of possible political alternatives and recommendations on 
how to act in one or another case. A superficial analysis of 
their contents makes it clear that the OUN Provid just re- 
edited with some amendments their old instructions dictated 
to them by the Nazis prior to Germany’s intrusion into the 
USSR. In case of a new war erupting the nationalists had 
ready-made speeches and appeals to the nation. 

The nationalists did their best to create the impression 
that the Ukrainians were not against a new war and were 
waiting for it. They seized every opportunity to demonstrate 
before the imperialist powers their zeal and potential abili- 
ties as espionage agents, saboteurs and terrorists. 

“The deployment of effective and wide-spread insurrec- 
tionary Jverbatim — espionage and subversion — author) 
activity in the last stage of the war is a good start for en- 
tering into relations with the Western powers,” wrote 
Stepan Bandera. 


1 “Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung”, December 5, 1944. 
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Bandera pointed out the need to “publicly display and 
stress the point” that Ukrainian nationalism, as an anti- 
Soviet. subversive force, had good grounds to hope for sup- 
port from reactionary circles in the West, which could pro- 
perly estimate their activities and include them as “allies 
in the stand against the USSR.” * 

The list of crimes committed by the Banderites rose 
steadily. In 1943 they murdered over 2,000 innocent 
people/ 

To protect the population of Western Ukraine terrorized 
by the nationalist bandits and to ensure the normal state 
o af airs f° r the population i. e., repairing the ravages of 
war, reconstruction, and development of economy and cul- 
ture and the raising of living standards in Western Ukraine 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine 
and the Ukrainian Soviet government made certain arrange- 
ments. 8 

Organs of power, aided by the population and special 
•army units, began a decisive struggle against the Bander- 
ites. A whole network of expeditionary forces was created to 
combat the nationalistic bands. 

f , a 7 he / 0 ,? 1 rtTixT? t Party and Sov »et government understood 

fir^ Tt 1 a ,°F^ lte / were Nazi a £ ents ; many of them were 
forced to enlist for fear of the safety of their families, many 

were persuaded by the nationalist propaganda. The majority 
nim e p WBr f n md t ?. 0,S in the hands of the Nazis and the 

hi 0l }. '‘ e ‘l lzing l ,° what abyss they were drawn 

by then nationalist bosses these people were only too will- 

mg to lay down their arms and go home. Most of them 
stayed in the grip of their bosses for fear of Soviet reprisals 
or hen- crimes. This was reason enough for the W 
Ukrainian government to announce a guaranteed pardon to 


' “Vyzvolny Shlyakh”, No. 3, 1970, p. 93. 

^ i-t diucnicTb i naiiioHaMcTUHHi eueadnu (Socialist 

reality and nationalist inventions), Kiev, 1968, p. 150. 
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those completely tearing with the Banderites. Such a gua- 
rantee was stated in the first appeal to the population of 
Western Ukraine by the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet 
and the Council of People’s Commissars of the Ukr.SSR on 
February 12, 1944; the second appeal by the Presidium of 
the Supreme Soviet of the Ukr.SSR, the Council of Peo- 
ple’s Commissars of the Ukr.SSR and the Central Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party of Ukraine on November 27, 
1944; and the third appeal by the Presidium of the Supreme 
Soviet of the Ukr.SSR, the Council of People’s Commissars 
of the Ukr.SSR and the Central Committee of the Commu- 
nist Party of Ukraine on May 19, 1945. 

These appeals were an important factor in revealing the 
truth about Ukrainian nationalism, its followers and helped 
the liquidation of a Banderite underground. As a result many 
OUNites left their bands, came out of the forests and sur- 
rendered to Soviet officials! They were given jobs and the £ 
'chance to begin a normal life all over again. Many former 
OUNites took part in smoking out the remaining UPA 1 
bands. 

The anti-Soviet underground, which became known as 
the u OUN underground” was left with only a handful of 
reckless men. The state security backed by the population 
eliminated the remaining bands. The most inveterate OUN- 
ites finding themselves in a desperate situation in groups 
of 4—5 men tried to cross the border to West Germany. 
Many found their end during such attempts. 

In the first post-war years OUN bands caused much 
trouble to Poland. I. Blum in his book “The Role of the 
Polish Army in Strengthening the People’s Power’' gave 
some figures concerning OUN criminal acts. In April, 1947 
152 civilians and 61 military personnel were shot. One 
hundred and thirteen civilians and ninety-one military per- 
sonnel were injured. Then civilians disappeared without 
trace; 1,118 cottages and 3,929 hectares of forest land were 
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burnt; eleven bridges were destroyed and two railway sta- 
tions were gutted. OUN committed 460 criminal acts. 1 

The Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists were responsible 
for the death of an eminent Polish army commander Karol 
Swierczewski — a veteran anti-fascist fighter and former 
commander of the International Brigade in Spain. 


1 «Woiskowy Przeglijd Historyczny», No. 1, 1959. 


NEW ALLIES 


The defeat of the German Army stirred a feeling of 
diffidence in nationalist circles. Both the Banderites and 
Melnykites sought ways of approaching the Intelligence 
Services of the USA and Great Britain. 

Late 1943, two Yugoslav officers escaped from a con- 
centration camp for P.O.W.s in Stryj, Lvov Region. One of 
them was Captain Novak. The name of the other remains 
unknown. In the Carpathian Mountains near Skole, Novak 
and his companion were captured by the Banderites. For 
several days they were questioned and later mo\ed to the 
Bandera headquarters in Lvov. The questioning continued 
with Lebed’s personal participation. He promised Novak 
and his companion documents, food, clothing and money, it 
they agree to help their messenger reach Yugoslavia and get 
in touch with Mikhailovich and the British Intelligence Ser- 
vice ” OUN Provid knew that Churchill’s government had 
been supporting Mikhailovich for already three years. They, 
evidently, also knew that a British military mission was sta- 
tioned at Mikhailovich’s headquarters in Yugoslavia. 

The two Yugoslavs agreed to co-operate and asked UFA 
chiefs to back the escape of other interned Yugoslavs from 
the death camp in Stryj. The Banderites affected to agree 
hut since they made no moves in this direction the two 
Yugoslavs tried to help their compatriots themselves. How- 
ever, their very first attempt failed. Captain Novak was 
buyina arms at the black market in Lvov when he was shot 
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dead by the Gestapo. The nationalists did not venture to 
ask the services of the other P.O.VV. Lebed ordered his 
murder. 

However, attempts to contact the British “Intelligence 
Service” in Yugoslavia did not stop. Heeding the advice of 
the two Yugoslavian P.O.W.s Lebed sent some of his mes- 
sengers to the Balkans. Having in their possession skilfully 
forged documents these men had no difficulty in reaching 
Yugoslavia via Italy. But as fate had it: instead of meeting 
with Mikhailovich’s men they walked right into the hands 
of Tito’s partisans. Naturally, it was their last stop on the 
way to the British “Intelligence Service”. 

Despite these drawbacks, the Banderites continued to 
search for ways of getting in touch with Western Intelligence 
Services. They tried to get in touch through the Polish un- 
derground Armia Krajowa. But the Polish nationalists laid 
down unacceptable for OUN-UPA conditions in which they 
proposed contact through their government-in-exile in Lon- 
don and under control of representatives from the Armia 
Krajowa. Thus, the talks were suspended. 

The Melnykites on their part were “evaluating the situa- 
tion”. Through one of their agents B. Kentrzhinsky, who was 
in Finland at that time, they began to secretly seek for a 
possible establishment of contacts with Ukrainian nationa- 
list organizations overseas. 1 Their first attempts annoyed the 
Gestapo but when the Melnykites openly and persistently 
began to sound their followers abroad the Nazis lost patience 
and in February 1944 put Melnyk and his closest followers 
under house arrest. 

The main reason for the arrest of the leaders of OUN- 
Melnyk was based on the information received by the Ge- 
stapo on the “moves by the hitherto passive group led by 
Melnyk and its internal activization,” as also on the rather 
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active work conducted by the “Ukrainian Information Bu- 
reau” in Helsinki, and the “secret talks and agreements 
carried out with Germany’s enemies m i . the T . W 1 ? st - 9 n ® 1 ^ 
Gestapo official told Ukrainian nationalist K. Pankivsky of 
S, e "Look, like the mo„ from OUN want to skm 

thp German bear alive.” 1 

Tin* arrests forced the nationalists to become more cau- 
tious and at the same time more active. As Germany s de- 
feat drew near the nationalists were even more dogged in 
their effort to contact the well-known intelligence officer of 
the American “Strategic Studies Board, Allen 
who worked in Switzerland at that time. 

The rapprochement of the Ukrainian nationalists wi 
ihe western Intelligence Services was much due to the 
changed in’the foreign policy oi the USA and Great Bntam 

towards the USSB. . ... 

This can be illustrated by the following facts. 

In February, 1943 in Switzerland, the chief of the Ame- 
rican Intelligence in Europe Allen W. Dulles met with fil - 
ler’s emissary Prince Hohenleuer. Dulles proposed a plan to 
revive^ 35 anti-Soviet “sanitary border” around East 
Europe, The “border” would consist of Poland Romania, 
Hungary He also touched on the question of extending tU 
Polish frontier “to the East”. 2 This meant a new annexation 
of the western regions of Ukraine, Byelorussia and the So- 

German’ ambassador to Turkey von Papen wrote In 
his «rs, that early October, 1943 he met lor ta ks w h 
American government oflicials. Von 1 open writes that the 
Americans suggested the Nazis sign a separate peace tr 
That would by-pass and disregard the Merest. o tth ^Soviet 
Union. The conditions of peace would be as folio . 

1 K. Pankivsky. Poku uiMeifbisoi oKynaifii (The Tears of Germ 
°“" P ®i“ ) 4at?™|.n«.ra P a. (Falsifiers of History) . Moscow, 1948, 
p. 73. 
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former frontiers were to bo restored in the West, nnd Po- 
land must be assured of an independent existence in the 
East... that the Allies realized Germany was not self suffi- 
cient, and therefore suggested that the Ukraine should bo 
made an independent State, though associated somehow or 
other with Germany.” 1 

The Polish government-in-exile in London also contri- 
buted to the anti-Soviet tendency. Its hostile actions towards 
the USSR were coordinated with the foreign policy of 
Great Britain and the USA. The US government toyed with 
the idea of setting up in post-war Europe a so-called “East 
European Federation” — the equivalent to the sanitary bor- 
der”. The US State Department envisaged preserving the 
capitalist system in Poland, Romania and other members of 
the “East European Federation.” The State Department also 
planned to cut a part of Western Ukraine from the Soviet 
Union and annex it to Poland. Northern Bukovinia they 
planned to hand over to Romania. 

In November, 1954 the former British Prime Minister 
Winston Churchill, speaking in Woodford (USA) stated 
that towards the end of the war when the Germans were 
surrendering in thousands, he ordered Field Marshall Mont- 
gomery to stack weapons in a way that would facilitate their 
quick redistribution, if the need arose to use the German 
soldier in event of a war with the Soviet Union. 

In the spring of 1945 President Trumen of the United 
States publicly declared his “hard-line policy” towards the 
USSR, a policy in its core aggressive. 

Anti-Sovietism was the rallying call of the imperialist 
powers and the Ukrainian reactionary emigration — former 
burgomasters and starostas, consultants and commandants, 
police and Gestapo agents, officers from the Reichsarbeit- 
dienst , cutthroats from the SS Division “Galicia” and other 
fascist riff-raff. 


Franz von Papen. Memoirs. London, 1952, p. 505. 
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After the war, the nationalists heightened the anti-Soviet 
activity of their new centres and those set up prior to the 
“ J In the USA, Canada, France and other western count- 

nCS 'However, such activity did not embrace all the body of 
th c Ukrainian emigration. Such activity was solely m the 
hands of a small group of nationalist leaders wor ing %\i 
foreign intelligence services and arch reactionaries in the 

imP fi r S “Foreign Branches of OUN” (Zakordoni Outstay 
OUN) in Munich, the Banderites wormed their way to key 
nosls in the Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, 
Inc (UKKA) and began to knit together the Anti-Bolshevik 
Bloc of Nations (ABN). Melnyks “ Pro vid of Ukrainian 
Nationalists” (PUN) 1 with headquarters ,n 
maioritv in the “Ukrainian Canadian Committee (KL 
Komitet Ukraintsiv Kanady) Other Ukraiman nataonahst 
groups created the "Central Representation of the > Ukram 
fan Emigration of the Ukrainian Supreme Liberation Coun 

cil” (ZP UHVB), directed by Lebed and Hrynoch. The 
Ukrainian Revolutionary Democratic Party (LRDP 

Ukrainska revolutsiyno-demokratichna parka) is just an- 

other of the many more nationalist groupings. , 

These anti-Soviet activities of nationalistic parties abro- 
ad naturally, do not mean that the bourgeois nationalists 
hold swav over all of the body of the Ukrainian emigration 
On the contrary, it only shows their political infantility a 
inability. Ukrainian bourgeois-nationalism abroa( * ™ ve Jfloct 
monolithic. A perpetual internal struggle among . them M 

ed in some way the competition between the different secret 
services of the imperialist powers and especially that of thei 
intelligence services. The squabbles between the nationalist 
parUef as a rule, were continued by factions within, which 


' After the war the Melnykites renamed their organization the 
“Provid of Ukrainian Nationalists ’. 
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resulted in their further division and heightened disputes 
and feuds. 1 

The split between Bandera and Stetsko of the FB-OUN 
and Lebed and Hrynoch of the ZB UHVH added to the al- 
ready long list of discords of the pre-war years. 

These splits originated from the desire of each side to 
outdo one another before the foreign secret services and 
thus guarantee themselves a securer existence. 

Early 1946 Lebed and Hrynoch wore introduced by a 
Catholic cardinal to an American intelligence officer Nowak. 
Lebed and Hrynoch handed Nowak spying information on 
the USSR, sent in the autumn of 1945 by OUN ringleaders 
in Western Ukraine. 

Practically at the same time other representatives from 
ZP UHVR Eugene Wrencion in Switzerland and V. Stakhiv 
in Munich contacted the American Intelligence Service. 
Another ZP UHVR leader V. Okhrimovich in Nuremburg 
offered his services to the American Intelligence. 

The FB-OUN headquarters under Bandera and Stetsko 
proceeded to bargain with the American branch of the 
“Strategic Studies Board” in Frankfurt-am-Main. The head- 
quarters was represented in the talks by Klimishin, a former 
official Abwehr agent. 2 

The Americans had also registered the Melnykites as 
their agents which included Melnyk the PUN leader. 

In the autumn 1946 mass arrests took place in the Ame- 
rican zone in Germany. Those arrested were several hundred 
displaced persons who wished to be repatriated back home 
to the USSR. ZP UHVR headquarters took a hand in these 
arrests by handing over to the American counter-intelligence 


1 “Komunist Ukraini”, 1972, No. 10, p. 65. 

2 M. Klimishin in 1941 supervised an Ukrainian nationalist group 
of spies. He worked under the direct control of an official from 
Abwehr Major Jost. The Central State Archives on the October 
Revolution and Socialist Construction in Ukraine. Fund 3833, Speci- 
fication 1, File 14, Sheet 47. 
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files on these people. All arrested were charged with con- 
tacting the Soviet Repatriation Commission and were ques- 
tioned and beaten up to force their abandoning the idea of 
repatriating. 

The Banderites, however, outrivalled their counterparts 
in cruelty towards D.P.s. On approval of the American agent 
Bill, contacted by Klimishin, FB-OUN created a special de- 
partment for “executions” coded “Ohio” with branches in 
D.P. camps in Kornberg, Munich, Mittenwald, Regensburg. 
All of them had “execution chambers” in specially equipped 
cellars and disused bunkers. The first post-war years saw 
the death of over twenty people in the ‘‘Ohio” execution 
chambers. Among them D. Chizhevsky who died in Mitten- 
wald, A. Pechary, M. Mushak, Y. Moroz, I. Chaikovsky tor- 
tured to death in Kornberg. B. Bulavsky and Danke died 
in Regensburg and T. Chametska, Y. Stelmaschuk, T. Ri- 
kadchuk and Yu. Gorliss-Gorsky in Munich. 1 

ZP UHVR soon became the main Ukrainian nationalist 
agency for the Americans. FB-OUN led by Bandera went to 
serve the British “Intelligence Service”. 

The American Intelligence Service established in West 
Germany many schools training men in espionage and sa- 
botage. Lebed, Hrynoch and Lopatinsky helped the Ameri- 
cans to choose men from the Ukrainian nationalist body. 
Such schools were in Munich, Badwerisgofen, Kaufbeu- 
ren and Oberbeuren. Men trained there were then sent as 
agents into the Soviet Union. 

Copying the American example, the British “Intelligence 
Service” also established schools for espionage and sabotage. 
After completing the training course, agents were para- 
chuted into Soviet territory or landed by submarines or sent 
in by balloons. 


1 Maksimenko. Tepop Ha cjiyotc6i 3*1 OyH (The Use of Terror in 
FB-OUN), Kiev, 1962, p. 11. 
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One of Bandera’s closest associates and the special re- 
presentative of FB-OUN at the British intelligence, B. Pid- 
hainy wrote to nationalist agents in Ukraine in the summer 
of 1953. “FB-OUN Provid has assigned you a very import- 
ant task to procure us the needed information. This assign- 
ment must be regarded as duty to our organization... 
FB-OUN is collaborating with the British (intelligence — 
author). Our collaboration is based on their positive attitude 
towards... our struggle against the USSR, and their practic- 
al steps in this direction which in the future could grow 
into a military union. FB-OUN is helped in training and 
equipment in a way only a strong power can afford... In 
return FB-OUN must give intelligence collected by our 
agency to be used in projecting war against the USSR. It 
is a form of anti-Bolshevik activity and thus for FB-OUN 
receives primary rating as the only way of receiving arms 
and other requirements needed for our struggle. What 
FB-OUN now demands and gets from a foreign country is 
in proportional to what it can do and give .' 

Backed by western powers and the USA, in particular, 
West Germany was quick to militarize. This process was 
accompanied by the consolidation of ties and co-operation of 
the Ukrainian nationalists with the West German intelli- 
gence “Bundesnachrichtendienst” (BND) . 

On April 19, 1966 during a press-conference in Kiev 
S. Dzugalo, a former member of FB-OUN revealed the sub- 
versive activity of nationalist centres directed by BND. Dzu- 
galo told that he had worked at the secret department of 
FB-OUN, coded K-3, that was engaged in recruiting and 
training agents from within the nationalist body to be sent 
later to the Ukr.SSR. Dzugalo personally took part in train- 
ing several groups sent in 1957-1959 into the Soviet Union 
through Austria, Czechoslovakia and Poland. A group of 
spies (Malisevich, Nebesny and Tsiper) was trained in Italy, 


1 V. Cherednichenko. Nationalism proty natsii, p. 173. 
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Austria and the FRG under the supervision of the Italian 
Intelligence Service. 1 Another group (Davidiuk, Levitsky and 
Geniak) were trained in Aschau, 20 kilometers from the Ba- 
varian town of Rosenheim. For their training BND paid 
27,000 Deutschmarks and sent them equipment, i.e., radio- 
transmitters, arms, uniforms, etc. 

The “foreign centre” of Melnyk’s PUN tightly co-operat- 
ed with the Intelligence Services of the USA, FRG and 
Italy. Contact and the communication of fabricated informa- 
tion during the “cold war” was carried out by the chiefs 
of PUN Gaivas, Andrievsky, Suliatitsky, Boidunik. Melnyks 
representative to the Italian Intelligence is Fedoronchuk 
(code-name “Pierro”). 

In post-war years neo-fascist organizations and group- 
ings have mushroomed up and unfurled their activity in 
the West and in the USA especially. American press reports 
give over one thousand “ultra” organizations in the USA. 
These groupings receive fabulous financial backing from big 
business. Dr. Westin, a professor at the Columbia University 
in the USA, and researcher into the extreme right activities 
in the country states that during 1961 about 10 million dol- 
lars were granted to American ultra, by big business, n 
1964, he states, the sum reached 30 million dollars. The as- 
sassination of President Kennedy, the death of his brother, 
and other acts of political terror put in the forefront the pro- 
blem of a revival of neo-fascism with its threat to mankind. 

In the post-war years the Ukrainian bourgeois national- 
ist counter-revolution found itself in a deep crisis. It had 
compromised itself by its ties with the Nazis, its pro-Nazi 
activity and policy. The nationalist bosses attempt to create 
the impression they had nothing in common with Nazism. 
Every nationalist lucky to escape being tried as a war cri- 
minal concocts a tale of his “internment in a Nazi concen- 
tration camp or of his “examination ’ by the Gestapo in an 
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attempt to disown the slightest relation with the Nazis. Some 
of them even began to boast of their “important” role in 
organizing the resistance movement. It was done to appease 
their new imperialist bosses and to make Ukrainian nation- 
alism more attractive to emigrants, especially those neutral 
to nationalism. 

A distinctive feature of Ukrainian nationalism in the 
late 40’s and early 50’s was its careful selective and demo- 
gogical criticism of some of the principles of nationalist 
ideology, the abandonment of some pointedly fascist con- 
cepts and the formulation of “new ideas”. Actually, the pro- 
cess saw a swing from racism and anti-Semitism, “Fuhrer- 
ism” and a hierarchical administrative order in OUN to a 
system of “collective leadership”; and their war calls to 
restore capitalism in Ukraine were forgotten as they softly 
spoke of the probability of establishing an “independent 
Ukraine”, “a harmonized non-class society”. The nationa- 
list’s “orientation towards foreign sources and their aid” 
changed to an “orientation towards internal forces”. These 
new pseudo-slogans and pseudo-ideas, that slightly masked 
and gilded the doctrine of the Ukrainian bourgeois national- 
ists, gave them “reasons” to speak of real “democratization” 
of nationalism. However, the anti-popular essence of this 
ideology and practice remained unchanged. Violent anti- 
communism, malicious insinuations against the USSR, crafty 
provocations and intrigues, enmity towards other nations, 
medieval cults, the idea of the division of society into the 
strong and weak, and the exaltation of the ruling “elite”, 
are the features pertaining to Ukrainian na- 
tionalism. 

These clumsy attempts by OUN leaders to refute their 
participation in the Nazi war crimes, “convince” the public 
in their “alibi” were shortly stopped. Even in the 50’s there 
was a marked neo-fascist tendency in the Ukrainian bour- 
geois-nationalist movement. As world politics changed and 
the “cold war” inserted itself nationalist leaders fever- 
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ishly began to renew their ties with the neo-fascist extreme 
right-wing organizations. 

The process of adaptation of Ukrainian bourgeois na- 
tionalism in the anti-fascist bloc did not last long. By the 
end of the 50’s its ideology and practice showed signs of 
neo-fascism. The political situation changed and the nationa- 
list leadership proceeded to restore its “ideological postula- 
tes”. The newspaper “Kanadiysky Farmer” wrote that “some 
nationalist bosses had begun to sympathize with the extreme 
right-wing American groups since they saw in them the 
“sole resolute” enemy of communism. For this reason, they 
said, there is a tendency to manifest solidarity “with such 
outright fascist groups as the “John Birch Society”, the 
“Minutemen” and the “Young Americans for Freedom”. 
“One” Ukrainian nationalist group though not invited, par- 
ticipated in an American neo-fascist rally in New-York 
sponsored by the “Young Americans for Freedom”. 1 

The leader of the so-called “Ukrainian Liberation Union” 
(CVU) in Toronto, L. Gladun was instructed by the Centre 
to contact leaders of neo-fascist organizations in the USA. 
He inclined the leader of the “John Birch Society' R. Welch 
to extend his society’s anti-communist activity to all count- 
ries and continents of the world. Welch agreed with Gla- 
dun’s suggestion. To start with Gladun was entrusted to 
form among Ukrainian nationalists a branch of the “John 
Birch Society” in Canada. CVU’s Centre praised Gladun for 
his work and stressed the necessity of “finding common 
ground for co-operation with important right-wing organi- 
zations in American politics”. 2 

A good illustration of the tight “union ” of the Ukrainian 
nationalists and the American ultra-right w'as and remains 
the election campaigns in the USA. In 1964, most of the na- 
tionalist organizations and groups voted for the ultra-right 


1 “Kanadiysky farmer”, March 28, 1962. 

2 “Kanadiysky farmer”, November 7, 1964. 
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candidate Barry Goldwatcr. The nationalist magazine “Vis- 
nyk” carried an article by a certain Bistritsky, who claimed 
I hat. Ukrainian nationalists estimate the movement led by 
Goldwater to be one of “ideological and moral revival” of 
the USA. “A new generation is being brought up in America 
and Ukrainian nationalism must follow this new generation 
for it will win if not in 1964, then 1968. This is the only 
way Ukrainian nationalism can triumph”. 1 Stetsko wrote of 
a “potentially strong movement in existence capable of 
gaining victory in the future”. This movement of which he 
claimed was “procreated” by Ukrainian nationalists and 
therefore needed all round support by them. “We are not 
alone, neither are we isolated or separated”, admitted 
Stetsko. “We are procreating a new movement, a new trend, 
a new current”. 2 Stetsko was apparently referring to neo- 
fascism. 

The nationalist chiefs worked hard to unite the Ukrain- 
ian emigrants in the USA to vote for Goldwater. Stetsko, 
who had come from Munich, a colonel-in-reserve of the 
American Intelligence Service 3 , one of the bosses of the 
American ultra right-wing, and the president of the 
Ukrainian Congress Committee of America” L. Dobriansky 
and others put the campaign on a broader footing. They 
toured the country, spoke before crowds of Ukrainian emi- 
grants and at nationalist rallies, gave interviews to the press, 
radio and television calling people to vote for Goldwater’ 
However, the campaign to elect Goldwater failed because 
his policy was directed at racism, national strife and discri- 
mination, at instigating acts endangering world peace. The 
majority of American electors voted Goldwater down. 

The nationalists nevertheless continued to hope fascism 
would once again conquer the world. In 1965 at a rally of 
the B anderite “Association of Young Ukrainian Students” 

1 “Visnyk”, October, 1964, p. 4. 

2 “Visnyk”, February, 1965, p. 8. 

3 “Congressional Record”, July 18, 1959, p. 14760. 
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(TUSM) in New-York, one of its leaders K. Savchuk deli- 
vered a report on the congeniality of American “conserva- 
tism”, the OUN wording for fascism, and Ukrainian natio- 
nalism. Savchuk provided, as he put it, “philosophically 
based reasons” for Ukrainian nationalism and American 
ultra-right solidarity. According to Savchuk the most im- 
portant task faced by overseas Ukrainian nationalists was 
to “penetrate American conservatism” by raising Ukrainian 
bourgeois-nationalist ideology from obscurity and showing 
its likeness to conservatism *. 

Canvassing in the USA in 1968 and 1972 once more 
clearly demonstrated the Ukrainian nationalist orientation 
towards the most reactionary circles of the American mono- 
poly and its politically reactionary groupings. 

The nationalist organizations persistently call their sup- 
porters to fight “with all means at hand” the policy of peace- 
ful coexistence since the increase of tension between the 
West and the East “creates an atmosphere politically favour- 
able for Ukrainian emigrants”. 2 

The nationalist leaders and press know no bounds in 
praising the aggressive policy of the American imperialists. 
They wept over the fact that the USA while being the only 
nuclear power in the world did not dictate its conditions to 
the Soviet Union. Nationalists were among those warmon- 
gers criticising the U.S. government for its lack of more 
active operations in Vietnam ’. They even proposed forming 
an “international legion ’, including a Ukrainian one, to fight 
in Vietnam. Stetsko went even so far as to recommend 
a nuclear war against the USSR. In one of his speeches he 
said that only people “weak and godless”, only politicians 
“depending on electoral votes” can fear a nuclear war. 
Stetsko declared that those not fearing such a war are 
“crusading politicians”. He included himself into this cate- 


1 “Homin Ukrainy”, May 29, 1965. q ,, 

5 Ukraine. A Concise Encyclopedia, Vol. I. Toronto, 1960, p. 9lo. 
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gory. In Stetsko’s mind many people were exaggerating the 
consequences of a nuclear war. “In reality”, he said, “such 
a war cannot bring harm to Ukraine since merciful God 
will save her from nuclear destruction”, 1 i. e. will save her 
for the nationalists to rule. Some of the nationalist ultra- 
right even attempted to “prove” that the Soviet Ukrainian 
people were in favour of a war, and were ready to suffer... 
one more new r and frightening war”. 2 War, assert the na- 
tionalists, is the only way to reach their goal. 

The Ukrainian nationalists support all the subversive 
acts instigated by imperialism: the Hungarian Uprising of 
1956; the American aggression against revolutionary Cuba 
in 1961; anti-socialist disturbances in Czechoslovakia in 
1968; Israel’s aggression against the Arab states. During 
the Hungarian Uprising of 1956 some armed bands of 
Ukrainian nationalists were infiltrated through the Austro- 
Hungarian border. In South Vietnam, several scores of 
Ukrainians died in action. They fell in with nationalistic 
demagogy and volunteered for service. 

The nationalist chiefs tour Taiwan, Saigon, Tokio, Seo- 
ule, Madrid, Lisbon, and talk with people from the reac- 
tionary circles there; settle on joint anti-communist propa- 
ganda and anti-Soviet action. 3 They established tight con- 
tacts with the “Asian Anti-communist League” in the Far 
East. In 1965 Stetsko invited from West Germany to New- 
York T. Oberlander, the notorious organizer of mass mur- 
ders in Lvov in 1941, to meet supporters of the “Anti-Bol- 
shevik Bloc of Nations”. 

A typical manifestation of anti-Soviet hysteria provoked 
by the Ukrainian nationalists was the discussion in the US 
Congressional committees of such wholly invented problems 
as a so-called “Soviet aggression against non-Russian na- 


1 “Svoboda”, February 3, 1965. 

2 36ipnuK nidniAbuux nucanb (Collection of Underground Lite- 
rature), Munich, 1959, p. 230. 

3 “Homin Ukrainy , November 19, 1966. 
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lionalities” (Ukrainian SSR also considered to be subjugat- 
ed — author), and the “occupation of Ukraine”, etc. 

In 1959 the US Congress passed a law on holding a 
“week for enslaved nations” 1 (the Ukrainian SSR is con- 
sidered by them to be “enslaved” — author ). 

When writing that the resolution was endorsed by Con- 
gress through lobbying by emigres and that the text was 
written not by the US Congress but by the Ukrainian na- 
tionalist, L. Dobriansky, G. F. Kennan 2 loses all sense of 
proportion. 

Every holiday, every historical date or event of these lat- 
ter days in Ukraine is used by the nationalists for their own 
political ends. The unveiling of the statue of Shevchenko 
in Washington turned out to be a base political and subver- 
sive manifestation. “Washington Post” quoting Dobriansky, 
said that the aim of the unveiling ceremony was not so much 
aimed on honouring the poet as “using Shevchenko as a 
weapon in the cold war”. The same flavour the nationalists 
try to impart to the decision of the Post Office Department 
in the USA to issue a stamp commemorating Shevchenko. 

The Ukrainian nationalists strive to obstruct the growing 
tourist trade, scientific and cultural exchange between the 
USSR and the USA asserting that such an exchange cor- 
rupts and demoralizes Ukrainian emigrants. They denounce 
any contact with the Soviet Union and declare a “traitor' 
anyone yearning to learn more about Soviet Ukraine. 

Tours of Ukrainian performing art groups, visits by 
writers, scientists and students from the Ukr.SSR Bande- 
rites usually meet with press-racketing anti-Soviet slogans 
and leaflets. Sometimes they resort to acts of hooliganism 
as it happened during a tour of the Virsky Dance Ensemble 
in Canada, when the Banderites set fire to a van with co- 
stumery and stage effects. 


1 “Congressional Record”, August 20, 1964, p. 20054. 

2 G. F. Kennan. Memoirs 1959-1963, Bostort-Toronto, 1972, p. 98. 
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Commissioned by reactionary circles in imperialist 
countries the nationalists read to (lie public anti-Soviet 
reports, expanding on the American policy towards the 
USSR and other socialist countries, speaking on T.V. in an 
anti-Soviet spirit, screening slanderous films against the 
USSR and distributing anti-Soviet literature, etc. Unmasked 
propaganda fills the pages of all the nationalist newspapers, 
magazines, books and radio programmes. 

The nationalist chiefs are good hands at fabricating all 
sorts of inventions, while unscrupulous American politicians, 
among them congressmen, use this propaganda for their 
irresponsible speeches. 

As examples one can cite speeches made by congressmen 
Daniel J. Flood, Edward J. Derwinski, Edna F. Kelly, Char- 
les G. Diggs Jr., Gerald R. Ford Jr. and senators Milton R. 
^oung, and E. Brook on the occasion of annual “jubilees” 
of the “Ukrainian People's Republic”. On March 9, 1967 
Derwinski bluntly stated in the USA Congress that Shev- 
chenko Day in Soviet Ukraine was marked illegally and that 
the poet’s name and literary heritage were under a ban. 1 
Soviet citizens understand that such statements are absurd 
but for the ignorant American it is a sensation. 

The Ukrainian nationalists and their imperialist bosses 
set their hopes in a so-called “World Congress of Free 
Ukrainians ', held in New-York in November, 1967. This 
Congress turned out to be a crowd of political adventurists, 
void of ideals or moral integrity and only heated rivalry 
among different nationalist groupings. 

Progressively-minded people in America denounced this 
anti-Soviet congress as another provocation organized by 
the Ukrainian nationalist emigration. In connection with 
this nationalist sabbath the Executive Council of the 
League of American-Ukrainians denounced this outright pro- 
vocation and on November 4, 1967 wrote: 


1 “Congressional Record”, March 9, 1967, p. 38. 
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“Sponsors of the “congress” represent neither the pro- 
gressive Ukrainian community in America, nor the majority 
of people of Ukrainian origin. When taking the member- 
ship of the Ukrainian Congress Committee of America and 
other groups whose leaders supported this “congress” and 
compare them to the one and a half million or so people of 
Ukrainian origin living in this country we see that the for- 
mer does not represent even 10 percent of the whole. More- 
so, the participants of the “congress” hold different views 
on the aims and needs of this congress. 

“The sponsors of this “world congress” do not speak on 
behalf of all Ukrainians because progressive Ukrainian or- 
ganizations of this country and of other countries were not 
invited. 

“The sponsors of this “congress” do not represent the 
will of the Ukrainians of Soviet Ukraine as they received 
no mandate for it. They themselves usurped the right to 
speak on behalf of these people. 

“Their verbiage on some “solidarity” with a “Liberation 
Movement of Ukraine” is aimed at deceiving people igno- 
rant of the real state of affairs. There is no liberation move- 
ment in Ukraine. On the contrary, foreign correspondents 
and visitors on private tours are unanimous in their estima- 
tion of the peaceful endeavours of Soviet Ukrainians, of 
their pride of accomplishment of the past fifty years. 

“Only representatives elected by Ukrainians have the 
right to speak on their behalf and not a handful of politi- 
cal businessmen covering individuals who had collaborated 
with the Nazis during World War II and together with the 
Germans fled to the West. 

“Thus we are certain that the “congress” is an anti- 
Ukrainian gathering of political speculators convocated to 
intensify the sinister “cold war”; discredit the Ukrainians 
and their sovereign country, a member of the United Na- 
tions Organization. At the United Nations, the Ukr.SSR, 
together with other countries invests all effort to uphold and 
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strengthen peace in the world and good-neighbourly rela- 
tions... 

“As citizens of the USA, we believe that the “congress 1 ’ 
cannot serve America’s interests, for what the American peo- 
ple need is neither hostility, nor an aggravation of the in- 
ternational atmosphere and want to live in peace and har- 
mony with other peoples including the 40 million Ukrain- 
ians who had lived through the Nazi terror during World 
War II and sacrificed much to deliver mankind from its 
foe — fascism...” 1 

This statement was supported by progressive Ukrainians 
in Canada, Brazil, Argentina, Australia and other coun- 
tries. 

The Ukrainian nationalists were given the task of abett- 
ing the leaders of the Chinese Communist Party in their 
policy aimed at splitting the socialist unity. This task was 
included into the overall plan against the socialist countries, 
the world communist, workers’ and national-liberation move- 
ments. 

Some of the nationalist leaders say that “the Ukrainian 
(nationalist — author ) policy during World War II ... and 
after it, was marked by our liberation movement with bank- 
rupts. Such was Nazi Germany ... Another example is our 
flirting with Chiang Kai-Shek. It would be better if we 
were aligned with Mao Tse-tung and Red China. Red China 
firstly, is a strong power and secondly, is preparing a war 
against Moscow”. 2 

Some nationalist centres started mailing newspapers, 
books, and brochures of anti-Communist and anti-Soviet con- 
tent to addresses of all the government offices they know 
in China. They expect, and not without reason, that the 
Chinese leaders will use the literature for their splitting 
tactics. The nationalist ringleaders stress that the anti- 
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1 “Ukrainski Visti”, New-York, November 9, 1967. 

2 “Vilne Slovo”, September 14, 1963. 


Soviet declarations of the Chinese leaders ring in unison 
with nationalist propaganda. 

During the Israeli aggression in the Middle East the 
Ukrainian nationalists from the organization the “Ukrainian 
National Council” (Ukrainska Natsionalna Rada) sent 
Israel’s Prime Minister Levi Eshkol a letter expressing 
“sincere sympathy and solidarity”. Their letter contrasted 
greatly with the indignation of the Soviet people. The 
Ukrainian nationalists tried to convince Levi Eshkol that 
the Ukrainian nation is on ‘Israel’s side”, 1 and also attempt- 
ed to justify the Israeli aggression. 

In May, 1971 a group of English supporters of Meir 
Kahan’s “Jewish Defence League” raided the Soviet con- 
sulate in London. The group was led by Alan Frimen, lead- 
er of the students’ Jewish Defence League. When hastily 
leaving the consulate, Frimen dropped his portfolio carrying 
bank cheques and mail. These documents prove that the 
Israeli Embassy in Great Britain in close contact with other 
overseas Zionist centres sparked off a chain of Zionist pro- 
vocations against Soviet representative bodies abroad. 

The main task of the Zionist provocateur is, as Frimen’s 
letters prove, “to create the biggest noise possible”, and to 
uphold in the bourgeois press the “campaign for the defence 
of Soviet Jews”. Pursuing these tasks the Zionists use every 
possibility including psychological pressure on people of 
Jewish extraction. In one of his letters Alan Frimen bit- 
terly admits that the Zionist brownshirts “clearly cannot mo- 
bilize mass support from people in Great Britain” and sug- 
gests that co-operation with the Ukrainian bourgeois na- 
tionalists should not be neglected. “The fact that they always 
hated us can be ignored”, cynically states Frimen. 

Why is it that Zionist leaders have allied themselves with 
the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists, known all over the 


* “Svoboda”, June 9, 1967. 


world as the most hardened anti-Semites? And why is it 
that the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists are willing to 
band with the Zionists? For a more comprehensive explana- 
tion it is necessary to transgress into history. 

Anti-semitism in Ukraine is a historical product of 
Ukrainian nationalism. For a long period of time it was 
implanted by the Ukrainian landowners and bourgeoisie and 
(heir political bodies — the nationalist parties and organiza- 
tions. Hatred towards the Jewish population and the readi- 
ness to carry out pogroms and violence were constantly fos- 
tered by these parties and organizations. They also strived 
to poison workers and peasants with nationalism and jingo- 
ism. From time to time the anti-Semitic balloon would go up 
and the Jewish population suffered persecution, jeerings, 
pogroms and other violence. 

Anti-semitism was especially rife during the period of 
the Centralna Rada of Hetman Skoropadski and the coun- 
terrevolutionary Directorate. During the Civil War anti- 
semitism became the backbone of all the undermining acti- 
vities of the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists against the 
Soviets. 

One leading ideologist in OUN, M. Sziborski pointed 
out the necessity of “strict correction” as to “national mi- 
norities” permanently settled in the Ukraine. He also said 
that it was imperative to “confiscate their property” as soon 
as an “independent” Ukraine was proclaimed. Even under 
these conditions M. Sziborski treated the “Jewish problem” 
separately. For the solution of this problem it was necessary, 
he believed, to have “a special plan and method”. 1 

At that time, however, Sziborski evaded answering what 
“methods*’ he had in mind and what actually lay behind 
the plan . An answer to this is found in the autobio- 
graphy of the “premier” of the puppet “regional committee” 
Yaroslav Stetsko. He stressed that his position lay in the 


1 “Prolom”, 1941, No. 7—8, p. 419, 428, 430. 
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extermination of the Jewish population in Ukraine 
using Nazi methods. He ruled out any assimilation 
of Jews. These statements were not Stetsko’s whim nor 
show of bravado. It was reality, a reality in which the 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists washed their hands in 
a bloodbath that accounted for thousands of innocent, de- 
fenceless people. Never will time erade the memory of the 
Nazi concentration camps in Treblinka, Sobibori, Belsen, 
Oswiencim and Babiy Yar. Many Ukrainian nationalists 
worked here as guards and executioners. 

As for the Zionists, they also adopted analogous violent 
methods and used them against nations, countries, parties 
and persons. It was this sort of activity that brought toge- 
ther the Zionists and the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists. 
Hatred of socialism, of the Soviets was the basis for their 
alliance. It is widely known that the Zionist leader Zabo- 
tinski organized a “Brith Haahat” to help S. Petliura fight 
the Ukrainian working masses. In 1921, Zabotinski was 
asked by S. Petliura to form a Jewish police force to be used 
in the new intervention into Soviet Ukraine. 

Ukrainian nationalism and Zionism always act in accord 
against the USSR, the socialist countries, the working 
people’s movement and the national-liberation movements. 
What united them here is their common stand against 
the proletariat, their mutual hatred of Ukrainians and Jews 
alike. 

Both Ukrainian nationalists and Zionists are tireless in 
carrying out subversive anti-Soviet activities. They both 
cherish the hope if not to reinstate the old capitalist order, 
the restitution of private property and seizure of political 
power, then at least bring detriment to the Soviet power. 

Both Ukrainian nationalists and Zionists from a stand- 
point of pathological chauvinism fan among their following 
the instinct to destroy, foster hatred towards other nations, 
spread the myth about a “super race”, and their special 
place in the world. 
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A song approved by the Israeli government goes to say 
that the whole world had always been against Jews and 
that their ancestors had prophesied that everybody doing 
wrong to Jews would end up in Hell. 

The song, actually a unique hymn of hatred and obscu- 
rantism, can be compared with the nationalist “decalogue”: 
“Not to waver from committing sin “To fight the enemy 
you hate...”, “Endeavour to strengthen, glorify, enrich and 
expand the Ukrainian state even by means of subjugating 
foreign lands...” 

This is the essence of the Zionist and Ukrainian bour- 
geois nationalist ties. In all their actions lie anti-communist 
and anti-Soviet sentiments. 


* * * 


The USSR has already been in existence for more than 
fifty years. It is a multinational country, an example of the 
successful embodiment of the Leninist national policy, of 
proletarian internationalism, of friendship of nationalities. 
And also, for over fifty years the imperialist powers have 
never stopped their attacks on the USSR. 

In his speech at the Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of Ukraine in July, 1972 
V. V. Shcherbitsky, the First Secretary of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party of Ukraine stated that “un- 
der conditions of a further sharpening of ideological warfare 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalist and Zionist organizations 
serving with foreign intelligence services are livening up 
their subversive activities and are trying to unite their efforts. 
Besides their anti-Soviet activities on the international scene, 
they are consolidating their strength to search for new 
ways. They make attempts to shift the core of their undermin- 
ing activity onto Soviet territory and to discredit the nation- 
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a) policy of the CPSU and break the fraternal union of our 
country’s nationalities.” 1 

At the present moment the anti-Soviet reactionary forces 
concentrate much effort on ideological subversion against 
the vanguard of social progress. Ideological subversions are 
aimed at undermining the social and political unity of the 
peoples of the USSR and that of the socialist common- 
wealth; to sow dissension among the socialist countries and 
weaken their position as a world force. 

Large-scale anti-Soviet activities are usually timed to 
important political events in our country and countries of 
the socialist commonwealth. In the past few years such were 
the cases when the Soviet peoples together with progressive 
humanity marked the 50th anniversary of the Great October 
Socialist Revolution, the centenary of V. I. Lenin’s birth, 
the 50th anniversary of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics. 

Anti-Soviet ideological subversions involve research in- 
stitutions, travel companies and commercial bodies, youth 
organizations and ideological and propaganda departments. 
An important part is assigned to “experts” from among the 
anti-Soviet emigration and, in particular, to the Ukrainian 
bourgeois nationalists of all hues. 

By permission of governments of imperialist countries 
the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists carry out their anti- 
Soviet propaganda through many government and “pirate” 
radio-stations, among them the “Voice of America”, the 
“BBC”, “Radio Rome”, “Radio Free Europe” “Liberty” and 
the “Vatican Radio”. The Ukrainian nationalists print scores 
of magazines, newspapers and bulletins. They try to distri- 
bute this trash in our country using for this purpose the 
post, tourists, students, etc. In the summer of 1971, 
on visit to the USSR was a group of American tourists of 
Ukrainian origin, among them Anna and Roman Protsik, 


1 “Radyanska Ukraina", July 28, 1972. 


Maria Fecil and Steve Osadets, who immediately began to 
search for people willing to work. They believed their task 
of finding persons politically immature and morally weak 
willing to exchange “information”, distribute anti-Soviet 
nationalist literature and commit on instruction from abroad 
acts of sabotage, to bo an easy one. However, the intention 
of these nationalist emissaries were quickly revealed by 
Soviet people and the “guests” were quickly expelled from 
the country. 

In 1972, the State Security Committee arrested a tourist 
from Belgium, Yaroslav Dobosh.' The interrogation proved 
that Dobosh was sent into the USSR by OUN, this depen- 
dent of imperialist intelligence services, to organize under- 
mining activities here. 

During the investigation Yaroslav Dobosh admitted his 
guilt and asked permission from the Soviet state security 
to publicly expose the activity of Ukrainian nationalist fo- 
reign centres against the Ukrainian nation. Dobosh ’s request 
was satisfied. 

In July, 1972 a press-conference was held in Kiev for 
journalists, radio and television reporters and also represen- 
tatives from various enterprises, art unions and civil organi- 
zations of the city. At the press-conference Yaroslav Dobosh 
made a statement to the effect that, commissioned by the 
Bandera organization of Ukrainian nationalists, he had ar- 
rived in Ukraine to discover some “oppositional elements” 
and with such backing initiate enmical activity. Dobosh was 
also instructed to collect political tendency reports on Soviet 
Ukraine to obtain anti-Soviet material that could be used 
by nationalist newspapers abroad. 

His confession and protestation to abandon anti-Soviet 
activities taken into consideration, Dobosh was relieved of 
responsibility and expelled from the country. 

Shortly after Dobosh was expelled from the country 


1 ‘‘Radyanska Ukraina”, January 15, 1972. 


130 


another nationalist Marko Horbach, a member of the Ukrain- 
ian nationalist youth organization “Blast” arrived in 
Ukraine. This 19-year-old student studied physics at the 
university in Frankfurt. This was his second trip to the 
Soviet Union. His mother and sister also were frequent 
guests. His father was an officer of the Nazi SS duung 
World War II. At present he is a functionary of a foreign 
Banderite centre, and thus, considers it better to stay there. 

Young Horbach was not interested in the monumental 
changes in the life and work of the Ukrainian people, nor 
was he interested in the achievements of the Soviet economy, 
sciences, literature and art. The main aim of his journey to 
the Soviet Union was, in accord with instruction from fo- 
reign Ukrainian nationalist centres, to carry out subversive 

During his sojourn in the USSR Horbach defied all 
norms of hospitality. In the border town Chop, when custom 
officers referred to his rather heavy baggage as being above 
the standard, Horbach released a tirade against Soviet life 
and justice. During the trip from Lvov to Kiev Horbach 
was keen on entangling people in discussions on the natio- 
nal question. Naturally, he found himself talking to a bare 
wall. This, however, did not stop Horbach. In Kiev Horbach 
quickly set about spreading nationalistic distortions, attempt- 
ed to bribe people. Since Horbach’s activity was directed 
against our country, the government decided to expell him 

from the Soviet Union. 1 

Foreign Ukrainian nationalist centres continuously bom- 
bard our country with bourgeois and bourgeois-nationalist 
ideas that are alien to Soviet modes and traditions The 
centres are always on the look-out for people politically 
ceptable to anti-Soviet activities. But they always find them- 
selves on barren ground. On November 9, 19/3 the nev,?pa- 
per “Literaturna Ukraina” printed a statement by Ivan Dziu- 


1 “Radyanska Ukraina ’, March 13, 19 i‘o. 
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ba, whose book “Internationalism or Russification” publi- 
shed abroad in 1965, was used in the ideological warfare 
against the j Soviet Union. Ivan Dziuba understood his 
mistake and full of remorse wrote: “...we must not forget 
that we are living in a world stricken by a class, ideological 
and political struggle, where there cannot be a “neutral 
territory, ’ where we cannot be “a little” for Soviet power 
for the policy of the Communist Party, and “a little” against 
mem. btark reality sooner or later will force us to decide 
once and forever. 

“We must understand that to be a real citizen, a real 
patriot in our age means to be a self-conscious Soviet per- 
son, a patriot of our socialist society, of our Union of Soviet 
socialist Republics: it means to be an internationalist. In 
our day and historic age there is only one way of working 
for the benefit of the Ukrainian people i.e., dedicating all 
our talent all our strength to Soviet Ukraine, our common 
Soviet Fatherland, to the task of building communism.” Ivan 
Dziuba is now working on a book in which he wants to 
seriously prove the groundlessness and shortcoming of his 
principles that led to mistakes prevalent in his previous 
book “Internationalism or Russification.” 

Ukrainian nationalist organizations were directed by 
their imperialist patrons to transfer the centre of anti- 
,, ovl ® t activity to Soviet territory. This aim is pursued by 
the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists in the USA, Great Bri- 
tain, Canada, West Germany and France. 

Ukrainian nationalism in emigration is going through 
a deep crisis. It is going through a stage of decadence and 
moral dissolution. This state of affairs is admitted by some 
" f ,™ nationalist bosses. At a so-called “Big Gathering of 
OUN it was stated that “our membership is rapidly fall- 
in g- W e are witnessing the end of the political urgency of 
our cause, a big mutation among our youth.” 1 


1 “Ukraina spilne dobro vsih ii gromadyan”. Paris, 1971, p. 15. 
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I lie same is written by the nationalist newspaper 
“Ukrainske slovo”: “Among our members, in parties and 
groupings exist tension and quarrels. More fractions are 
formed though in many cases they are headed by old mem- 
bers. The lesser the people in every fraction, the more 
absurd become these groups. Sometimes, inside these frac- 
tions occur splits. With every split the quarrels become 
more heated.” 1 

The question naturally arises as to why Ukrainian bour- 
geois nationalism beaten during the October Revolution, 
the Civil War, the Intervention and the Second World War, 
being progressively paralyzed still remains in the out-of-the- 
way place of imperialism that still supports its debris on 
the ideological and political battleground? 

The reason is that anti-communist and anti-Soviet forces 
are attempting to sow bourgeois nationalist ideas among our 
people to fan strife and intolerance. 

Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism is needed by imperia- 
lism. Ukrainian nationalists are needed for ideological sub- 
versions, for propaganda purposes and for provocation and 
espionage. On the other hand, the Ukrainian nationalists 
cannot exist without the financial backing given by the 
imperialists. 

The Ukrainian nationalists are trying to drive a wedge 
into the unity and fraternity of the nationalities of our 
country — one of the most important achievements of so- 
cialism, through their politically and ideologically subver- 
sive activities. 

During a speech at the joint celebration meeting of the 
Central Committee of the CPSU, the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR and the Supreme Soviet of the RSFSR Leonid Brezh- 
nev said: “A great brotherhood of men of labour, united 
irrespective of national origin, by a community of class 
interests and aims, has emerged and has been consolidated in 


1 “Ukrainske Slovo”, March 27, 1970. 
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our country; the relations between thorn have no equal in his- 
tory and we have every right to call them the Leninist 
friendship of peoples. This friendship, comrades, is one of 
our invaluable gains, one of the most important gains of so- 
cialism, which is most dear to the heart of every Soviet citizen.” 

This unity, fraternity and friendship of nations of the 
Soviet Union is the natural result of the Great October 
Socialist Revolution and the rapid development of a social- 
ist society. This fraternity and unity is also the result of the 
colossal work of the Communist Party that following 
Lenin's behest, wisely and consistently worked to create 
and strengthen the Soviet Union, bring up the Soviet peo- 
ple in the spirit of proletarian internationalism. 

The fraternity is the huge moving force of our socialist 
society, the never-ending source of the creative energy of the 
working people. The great changes in economy and in social 
fields, in ideology and culture, the glorious achievements in 
industry, agriculture and education, everything achieved by 
the republics of the Soviet Union is the result of the joint 
effort of the friendly family of nations, their general co- 
operation and mutual aid. 

The achievements of the Soviet Ukrainian people gained 
through the fraternal commonwealth always gave rise to 
dire attacks from Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists. Goaded 
by reactionary circles of the imperialist world they believe 
in turning the wheels of time back to those days when 
nationalist sentiment blocked rationality, when national 
strife, suspicion and prejudice was the source of bloody 
battles and civil wars, when big and small nations fell vic- 
tims to jesuitical enemies or become puppets in the hands of 
imperialist colonizers. But their attempts are all in vain. 

For the working class, the peasantry and all working 
people of Ukraine Lenin’s words that “given united actions 
of the great Russian and Ukrainian proletarians a free 
Ukraine is possible, without such unity it is out of the 
question” are the guiding light. 


134 


The Working people of Ukraine faithfully adhere to these 
words by Lenin. They are proud to have gone in step with 
the great Russian nation in war and peace, in building a 
socialist society and in laying the foundation of communism 
in our country. 

In an united friendly family of nations of the Soviet 
Union the Ukrainian people direct all their creative energy 
and initiative at achieving the aims of the programme out- 
lined at the XXI V Congress of the CPSU. Steadily approa- 
ching the cherished goal — the building of a communist 
society — the Ukrainian people demonstrate their full un- 
derstanding of their patriotic and international duty, the 
social and political unity of the Soviet society, the monolithic 
adherence to the principles of the Communist Party. No 
strength on earth can swerve them from this road. 


